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This thesis assesses the viability of shellfish aquaculture in the Tagus Estuary of the species 
Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum), by means of a GIS-based site selection and the 
application of a dynamic modelling software at farm-scale, in order to evaluate the potential 
production, environmental effects, and economic feasibility. 
The site selection for shellfish aquaculture is based on the application of a Multi-Criteria 
Evaluation in a GIS software. Both are useful tools for site selection, as when combined they 
help decision-makers to identify the existing spatial constraints and take into consideration key 
variables, such as (i) the external environmental conditions that regulate shellfish growth, (ii) 
existing infrastructures and socioeconomic variables that are relevant for production, and (iii) 
contaminated areas that may reduce the shellfish quality as a food product. 
The dynamic modelling software used, FARM (Farm Aquaculture Resource Management), was 
applied in accordance with the best areas identified as being suitable for shellfish aquaculture, 
where the production and profit of two different locations are estimated and compared at a 
farm-scale level, and further extrapolated to larger areas. 
 
 

















































Esta tese de dissertação avalia a viabilidade da aquacultura da espécie Manila clam (Ruditapes 
philippinarum) no Estuário do Tejo, com base na seleção dos melhores locais para a sua prática, 
através do uso de um SIG e da aplicação de um software de modelação dinâmica, com o intuito 
de avaliar a produção, impactos ambientais e viabilidade económica.  
A seleção dos melhores locais para a prática da aquaculture de bivalves baseou-se na integração 
de uma Análise Multi-Critério num SIG, sendo que são ferramentes úteis, dado que quando 
usadas em conjunto, servem de auxilio aos decisores na identificação de limites espaciais 
existentes, tendo por base variáveis-chave, tais como (i) condicões ambientais que influenciam 
o crescimento dos bivalves, (ii) as infrastructuras e variáveis socioéconomicas relevantes para a 
produção e (iii) áreas contaminadas que possam reduzir a qualidade dos bivalves como produto 
alimentar. 
A aplicação de um software de modelação dinâmica, FARM ((Farm Aquaculture Resource 
Management), baseou-se nos melhores locais identificados como adequados para a 
aquacultura, tendo sido estimadas e posteriomente comparadas as produções e lucros 
associados a duas localizações diferentes, numa escala local. Em seguida, os resultados obtidos 
foram extrapolados para áreas maiores. 
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1.1. Problem definition 
In the last decade, the Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) population in the Tagus Estuary 
has grown considerably, and it is starting to expand and further colonize the available habitats. 
Meanwhile, an illegal fishing problem has arisen due to the prosperity of the clams, disrupting 
the trade chain of live bivalve molluscs by illegally transporting the harvested clams to Spain 
where it is sold as local product or exported to Portugal. In turn, this may put public health at 
risk, since no treatments are applied to the harvested products in order to reduce possible 
contaminations. 
As of 2017, there is no management plan concerning Manila clam fishing, although studies are 
starting to address the issue and seeing it, not only as an invasive species, but as a possible 
source of increasing the economic relevance of poorer fishing communities located in Tagus 
margins. Manila clam fishers have been asking for local and regional authorities to develop ways 
to facilitate and further legalize Manila clam harvesting (e.g. depuration units), without putting 
consumers at risk. 
This way, in order to support a possible framework for the implementation of shellfish 
aquaculture in the Tagus Estuary, it is here proposed the development of a site selection 
methodology to identify suitable areas for aquaculture practices, followed by FARM’s model 
application, which allows the assessment of the economic and environmental impacts that 
shellfish aquaculture is likely to have. 
1.2. Objectives and expected outcomes 
The development of an aquaculture site selection methodology and application of dynamic 
farm-scale modelling relies on the following established objectives: 
• Identify key factors for further develop shellfish aquaculture in the Tagus Estuary, as 
well as existing spatial and legal constraints; 
• Evaluate shellfish aquaculture suitability, according to the GIS-based site selection; 
• Quantify the potential environmental and economic impacts that shellfish production 
may have in a small area and extrapolate it to the entire estuary; 
In the end of this thesis, the following questions should be answered, in order to assess the 
viability of the shellfish aquaculture implementation: 
• What are the major spatial constraints for shellfish aquaculture? 
• Which areas gather the best conditions for shellfish growth? 
• Which areas have better accessibility? On which areas shellfish production is most 
facilitated?  
• Which areas are most contaminated and may reduce product’s quality? 
By answering these previous questions, it is possible to reach the conclusion of whether shellfish 
aquaculture is viable. 
1.3. Thesis layout 
This thesis is divided into 5 key Chapters. The first chapter consists in the problem definition and 
tries to answer the question “Why should this thesis matter and why was it done?” and also 
includes the objectives and potential outcomes.  
Chapter 2 includes the state-of-the-art, which encompasses the theoretical rationale for 
aquaculture’s importance worldwide and in Europe, focusing on shellfish aquaculture and an 
invasive species mostly introduced for aquaculture, Manila clam. This topic also addresses the 
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importance of an appropriate site selection regarding aquaculture feasibility, licensing and 
deployment, using GIS-based Multi-Criteria Evaluation. 
The methodology is described in Chapter 3 and is divided into four different steps, where the 
first three are related to a Multi-Criteria Evaluation by means of a GIS tool and the last, the 
application of the FARM model to the more suitable areas. 
Chapter 4 contains results and discussion, where the thematic maps based on the Multi-Criteria 
Evaluation are presented and discussed. FARM’s outputs are also analyzed in order to exemplify 
shellfish aquaculture environmental and econonomic relevance. Possible limitations are also 
identified and emphasized. 
Finally, conclusions are presented in Chapter 5, where the question “Is shellfish aquaculture 






























2. State of the art 
2.1. World 
Human population is growing, coastal urban areas are expanding and it is still being experienced 
new emerging economies in the developing world (e.g. China), where the majority of fisheries 
and aquaculture production take place (deFur and Rader, 1995; Grealis et al., 2017). Due to the 
rising incomes, emerging countries are starting to become not only sellers, but also consumers 
(FAO, 2014, 2016; NIR, 2014), with a new record high world per capita fish supply of 20.1 kg 
(FAO, 2016). With the inherent increase of seafood consumption as well (FAO, 2003; Kearney, 
2010), many authors (e.g. Costa-Pierce, 2002; Dumbauld et al., 2009) are highlighting 
aquaculture’s growing importance as a way to meet growing demand for food from the sea. In 
turn, this is further increasing stress conditions to what were already deemed as declining 
fishery stocks throughout the world and respective ecosystems (Simard et al., 2008), even 
considering that part is also a result of efforts to keep fisheries to sustainable levels (PRB, 2016). 
According to FAO’s latest report (FAO, 2016), employment in the fisheries and aquaculture 
sector have shown a small reduction, which in the same report is pinpointed as being a 
consequence of a stabilization of the sector, although it can also be attributed to the mentioned 
fisheries effort. Despite this, it is a major source of income for many million people around the 
world, with focus on more rural areas (Haylor and Bland, 2001; FAO, 2009; Halwart et al., n/d), 
with FAO’s most recent estimates indicating that 56.6 million people found employment in it 
(FAO, 2016): the numbers concerning fish farmers accounted for 18 million, where the majority 
is located in China (94%), followed by Latin American and the Caribbean (1.9%) and Africa (1.4%) 
(Seafish, 2016; FAO, 2016), reinforcing the dependence on aquaculture in more rural areas.  
Production of aquatic animals from aquaculture in 2014 amounted to 73.8 million t, with an 
estimated first-sale value of approximately 151.8 billion €, encompassing approximately 49.8 
million t of finfish, 16.1 million t of molluscs, 6.9 million t of crustaceans and 7.3 million t of other 
aquatic animals, such as amphibians (FAO, 2016; Seafish, 2016).  
As seen in Table 1, China totaled an aquaculture production of about 45.5 million t, which is 
more than 60% of global aquaculture production. All continents have shown a general trend of 
an increasing share of aquaculture production in total fish production (Table 1), except Oceania 
between 2010-2012. 
Table 1: Aquaculture production by regional and major producers (as of 2014) (FAO, 2016)     *mainland 
 Aquaculture production (thousand t) 
World 1995 2000 2005 2010 2012 2014 % (2014) 
Africa 110.2 399.6 646.2 1,285.6 1,484.3 1,710.9 2.32 
   Egypt 71.8 340.1 539.7 919.6 1,017.7 1,137.7 1.54 
Americas 919.6 1,423.4 2,176.9 2,514.2 2,988.4 3,351.6 4.54 
   Chile 157.1 391.6 723.9 701.1 1,071.4 1,214.5 1.65 
Asia 21,677.5 28,422.5 39,188.2 52,439.2 58,954.5 65,601.9 88.91 
    China* 15,855.7 21,522.1 28,120.7 36,734.2 41,108.3 45,469.0 61.62 
Europe 1,580.9 2,050.7 2,134.9 2,544.9 2,852.3 2,930.1 3.97 
   Norway 277.6 491.3 661.9 1,019.8 1,321.1 1,332.3 1.81 
Oceania 94.2 121.5 151.5 189.6 186.0 189.2 0.26 
 
2.2. Europe  
In the EU, aquaculture production is an important economic activity in many coastal and 
continental regions but has been stagnating in recent years (e.g. EUMOFA; 2016), despite that 
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European aquaculture is known to “offer excellent quality products, respect environmental 
sustainability, animal health and consumer protection standards” (EC, 2013). 
Hofherr et al. (2012) have reached the conclusion that EU aquaculture is stagnating, because of 
governance problems within the Member States, where few licenses were given in the last few 
years; Lado (2016) have also concluded that European coasts do not have enough physical space 
for aquaculture settings, even though Hofherr et al. (2012) study have disproven this, by giving 
emphasis to a proper identification of suitable sites (site selection) for aquaculture practices.   
Overall labour productivity has increased in European aquaculture (Hofherr et al., 2012), given 
the development of new technologies and the inherent production intensification, which has 
led to a declining of employment, as shown by FAO (2016): values from 2014 accounted for 
413,000 fishers and fish farmers, of which 66,000 were fish farmers, representing a declining of 
47% when compared to 2000 (FAO, 2016). 
Notwithstanding, Europe is the top trader of aquaculture products in the world (EUMOFA, 
2016), alongside the United States of America and Japan (FAO, 2016), with a total extra-EU trade 
(export + import) of 26.8 billion € in 2015, albeit the trade deficit (export – import) totaled minus 
17.8 billion €, with an increase of 7% when compared to 2014 (EUMOFA, 2016). In addition, 
Europe’s self-sufficiency rate has been increasing (47.5% in 2014), meaning that EU production 
can satisfy almost 50% of the total apparent consumption (EUMOFA, 2016). 
According to FAO (2016), Europe produced a total of 2.9 million t regarding both inland and 
marine and coastal aquaculture in 2014, with 630 thousand t resulting from the production of 
molluscs. Europe’s major bivalve producers were Spain (0.22 million t), France (0.16 million t) 
and Italy (0.11 million t). In table 2 it is displayed the total production for each European region, 
from 1995 until 2014. 
Table 2: Total aquaculture production between 1995 and 2014 for each European region (FAO, 2016) 
 Aquaculture production (thousand t) 
European region 1995 2000 2005 2010 2012 2014 % 
(2014) 
Europe 1,580.9 2,050.7 2,134.9 2,544.9 2,852.3 2,930.1 100 
Eastern Europe 183.5 195.9 239.0 251.3 278.6 304.3 10.4 
Norway 277.6 491.3 661.9 1,019.8 1,321.1 1,332.3 45.5 
Northern Europe (excluding 
Norway) 
205.6 309.0 327.6 363.5 391.3 402.8 13.7 
Southern Europe 480.6 640.8 541.5 573.5 579.3 595.2 20.3 
Western Europe 433.6 413.7 365.0 336.0 282.0 295.3 10.1 
 
In recent years, the development of EU aquaculture is being increasingly identified as a possible 
way to enhance economic growth, overcoming dependency on imports, which e.g., the EU’s 
Blue Growth Strategy (Remotti and Damvakeraki, 2015) and the current reform of the Common 
Fisheries Policy are aiming to achieve(EC, 2012a), as well as EATIP’s initiative (www.eatip.eu), 
whose goal is to “define a long-term vision for European aquaculture in 2030”. EU legal 
requirements are starting to address aquaculture, as well as the associated environmental 
impacts, by account for water quality, biodiversity protection and sustainable development (EC, 













The MFSD aims to protect more effectively the marine environment across Europe (EC, 
2016a). MSFD requires EU Member States to achieve 'Good Environmental Status' for 
their marine waters by 2020, as judged against a range of 11 descriptors (Directive 
2008/56/EC) and to protect resources based upon on which marine-related economic and 
social activities depend (EC, 2016a). 
Therefore, marine strategies must be developed and implemented in order to i) protect 
and preserve the marine environment, prevent its deterioration or, where practicable, 
restore marine ecosystems in areas where they have been adversely affected and ii) 
prevent and reduce inputs in the marine environment and possible pollution sources, to 
ensure that there are no significant impacts or risks to marine ecosystems and inherent 
biodiversity, as well as human health (Directive 2008/56/EC). 
Water Framework 
Directive (WFD) 
The WFD aims to improve and protect the chemical and ecological status of surface 
waters and groundwater bodies throughout a river basin catchment (rivers, lakes, 
groundwater, coastal waters and estuaries) (EC, 2016b) – regarding ecological status, 
coastal waters extent to one nautical mile out to sea, while chemical status applies also 
to territorial waters extending out to 12 nautical miles (EC, 2016b). 
Member States must prevent deterioration of the ecological and chemical status of 
surface waters, and to restore polluted surface waters and the ecological conditions 
necessary to achieve good status in all surface waters by 2021 and then 2027 (Directive 
2000/60/EC). 
Natura Network 
(Habitats and Birds 
Directives) 
The Natura 2000 is a network of core breeding and resting sites for rare and threatened 
species (Birds Directive 2009/147/EC), and some rare natural habitats types which are 
protected in their own right (Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC), stretching across all 28 EU 
countries, both on land and at sea (EC, 2012a, 2016c). Natura 2000 sets the standard for 
nature conservation within Europe, enabling State Members to work together toward the 
same goals and within the same strong legal framework to protect valuable habitats and 
species within Europe, irrespective of political or administrative boundaries (Nature Link 
EEIG, 2008). 
The Habitats Directive (EC, 2012a) established protective measures that must be applied 
to plans and projects that are likely to have a significant effect on a Natura 2000 site. In 
order to determine whether a plan or project may have a significant effect, an 
Appropriate Assessment (AA) must be made: if plans or projects have negative effects, 
they can be authorized if there is no alternative solution on the basis of overriding public 
interest, although Member States must take the necessary compensation measures to 
ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000. In Articles 6(3) and 6(4) it is defined 
the step-by-step procedure for plans and projects within a Natura 2000 site, where each 
step further determines whether a next one is needed (EC, 2012a). 
In the light of the conclusions of the assessment of the implications for the site, the 
competent national authorities shall agree to the plan or project after assurance that it 
will not adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned and, if appropriate, after 
having obtained the opinion of the general public (EC, 2012a). 
 
2.3. Shellfish aquaculture 
Although extensively studied (e.g Rice, 2008; Rose et al., 2014; Deal, 2005; Byron et al., 2011; 
Carswell et al., 2006; Silver, 2014), it seems that shellfish aquaculture concept is not defined 
beyond the “shellfish production through aquaculture practices”. Shellfish aquaculture typically 
occurs in the shallower coastal waters near the coastline, whose culture practices can be based 
off-bottom, also called suspended cultures, such as longlines, rafts or floating bags; or on-
bottom, in either the intertidal or subtidal areas (e.g. Shumway, 2011). Shellfish harvesting can 
be done by hand or mechanical means. 
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According to O’Beirn et al. (2012), shellfish production includes both crustaceans (e.g. shrimp 
and crab) and molluscs (e.g. clam and oyster), which fundamentally differ on the food system 
required for production: crustaceans are omnivorous, needing a higher quality diet requiring 
additional food such as fishmeal and fish oil (Bondad-Reantaso et al., 2012), whereas bivalve 
molluscs, as filter feeders, can sustain their growth with only the existing phytoplankton and 
other detritus in the water column. In aquaculture settings, this is called an extensive culture 
system (FAO, 1989). 
Since the present work will only focus on intertidal cultures in an extensive culture system for a 
bivalve mollusc production, only those will be highlighted and mentioned from now on, starting 
on what is a bivalve. 
Bivalve molluscs are suspension feeders that are mostly located in coastal marine ecosystems, 
namely estuaries or lagoons, feeding on organic particles, such as phytoplankton and other 
detritus, suspended in the water column (Gosling, 2004). Afterwards, the organic and nutritious 
food particles are digested, while the remaining particles are released as byproducts, in the form 
of either urine, faeces or pseudofaeces that are then deposited to bottom sediments (e.g. 
Newell and Jordan, 1983; Konrad, 2013): the transfer of biodeposits containing nutrients is a 
process known as pelagic-benthic coupling (Newell and Mann, 2012; Rice, 2008). 
By filtering and consequently controlling phytoplankton populations, bivalves exert a process 
known as “top-down” control; in addition, bivalves also control the available urinary ammonia 
and inorganic nitrogen, which is a key factor for the growth of phytoplankton populations (i.e. 
“bottom-up” process), as inorganic nitrogen controls organic matter production in coastal 
marine environments (Rice, 2008; Gallardi, 2014).  
Therefore, positive environmental effects of bivalves can be summarized as: 
• Avoiding the excessive growth of phytoplankton populations, bivalves help to minimize 
the associated eutrophication problems, such as the formation of hypoxic environments 
and water quality deterioration, due to algae bloom, that when dead, are consumed by 
benthic bacteria (Xia et al., 2015);  
• Shells that accumulate in bottom sediments (from both living and dead bivalves) can be 
used in aquaculture settings, as it provides a suitable substrate (Washington Sea Grant, 
2005; DFO, 2011), as well as in the contribute to geochemical processes by capturing 
carbon in the form of calcium carbonate (NRC, 2010);  
• Decreasing water clarity by filtering suspended particles, which in turn increases light 
penetration to benthic plants, such as seagrasses (Newell and Koch, 2004), that as 
mentioned in Gallardi (2014), can be important nurseries for crustaceans and molluscs. 
Intertidal production of shellfish benefits from its proximity to land access (Huntington et al., 
2006), even though boat navigation can sometimes be hard (e.g. mudflats), with the same 
author describing intertidal areas as a “dynamic physical environment”. However, despite the 
fact that shellfish aquaculture may bring positive effects, apart from the economic benefits, poor 
siting or bad practices can lead to serious disturbances to the shellfish and may jeopardize the 
harvested product’s quality.  
Even though intertidal practices require low maintenance, harvesting techniques by means of 
mechanical extraction have been shown to disrupt infaunal communities (Spencer et al., 1998), 
modifying or even destroying the respective habitats (Spencer et al., 1996), whereas hand 
harvesting, albeit being less physical disruptive to the benthic habitats, is more labour-intensive 
and perturbs the sediment (DFO, 2017). Moreover, harvesting techniques may also negatively 
impact bird foraging and nesting areas, as reported in Huntington et al. (2006), due to 
disturbance, habitat modification, adding to the disturbances caused by boat traffic and noise 
(Forrest et al., 2009; Zydelis et al., 2009). Notwithstanding, Dumbauld et al. (2009) have 
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highlighted that the response of birds to aquaculture are relative to the bird species, as well as 
to the dynamic processes inherent to the analyzed areas, such as tides. 
Introduction of alien species is also associated with shellfish aquaculture, and in Europe, it is 
regulated by Council Regulation (EC) No. 708/2007. Huntington et al. (2006) classified 
introduction of alien species as possibly having a “medium” impact concerning the Habitat Risk 
Index assessment carried by the authors. If the appropriate management measures are not 
taken, alien species might negatively influence benthic habitats, native species and ultimately 
ecosystem services.  
Chapter 2.4 will address more thoroughly the impact of alien species on aquaculture. 
2.4. Invasive alien species on aquaculture 
An invasive alien species (IAS) is considered to have been introduced either intentionally or 
unintentionally to a specific area or region where it does not occur in normal conditions (i.e. 
alien species) and established itself in a way that threatens the environment (e.g. ecosystems 
and the inherent native species) and may cause negative impact to economic activities or even 
to human health, i.e. invasive species (Sicuro et al., 2016; GISP, 2005).  
Bartley and Casal (1998) have divided possible impacts caused by alien species into two main 
categories: i) ecological, which may include biological and genetic effects, deriving from either 
competition or predation (Gallardo et al., 2016), habitat modification by ecosystem engineer 
species (Ruesink et al., 2005) or by hybridization of the native species with alien species closely 
related (Pérez and Rylander, 1998), which weakens the genetic pool and subsequently the 
fitness of wild populations (Goldburg et al., 2001); and ii) socioeconomic, which can be 
attributed to changes in prices of products sold in markets (e.g. native species may experience 
a drop in price after the introduction of an alien species) or changes in ecosystem services, such 
as water purification (e.g. increased biofiltration) (EEA, 2012; Katsanevakis et al., 2014). 
However, these two categories can be seen as interdependent, as socioeconomic impacts can 
further aggravate ecological impacts, as well as the opposite, as highlighted in Bartley and Casal 
(1998). 
Aquaculture is known to be a major pathway for the introduction of alien species (e.g. 
Kochmann, 2012), as alien species are reported to have higher adaptability to new ecosystems 
(Vidthayanon, 2005) and faster growth than the native species (Keller et al., 2011). This is 
considered the main reason for the use of alien species instead of the native ones in aquaculture 
settings throughout the world (Cagauan, 2007), disregarding biological conservation for a more 
intensive production, in order to achieve higher profit yields, of which Atlantic salmon, Pacific 
oyster and Manila clam are good examples (Table 4). 
Table 4: Gross estimation for worldwide total production for the three invasive species 





Atlantic salmon 2.32 12,500 FAO, 2017a 
Pacific oyster 0.63 2,520 * 
FAO ,2017b; Richez, 
2012 
Manila clam 4.01 16,042* FAO, 2017c 
* assuming a market price of 4 € kg-1 
 
Atlantic salmon (Salmo solar) is considered to be among the most pervasive alien species in the 
world, being farmed both within and outside its native areas (Thorstad et al., 2008). Ecological 
and socioeconomic impacts regarding the introduction of Atlantic salmons, escaping and further 
interactions with native species are well documented (Taranger et al., 2015; Waknitz et al., 2002; 
Sepúlveda et al., 2013; Thorstad et al., 2008; Naylor et al., 2005; Green et al., 2012) and can 
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range from direct interactions through competition or interference at its spawning grounds (e.g. 
Thorstad et al., 2008), hybridizing with the native species and weakening the gene pool (Bailey, 
2014), and the introduction of new diseases and parasites (Novak, 2014). 
Other example of invasive species on aquaculture is the Pacific oyster, Crassostrea gigas, native 
to Japan and coastal regions of northeast Asia (FAO, 2017b; Nehls and Bϋttger, 2007). Its 
widespread distribution was caused by its introduction to replenish areas with declining 
populations of native oysters, due to an inherent rapid growth and low maintenance costs: it 
was firstly introduced in Washington, USA, in 1902 and in Europe, around 1960, for aquaculture 
purposes, due to the declining of the native American, Olympia oysters (Ostrea conchapila), and 
native European species, such as the European oyster (Ostrea edulis) and Portuguese oyster 
(Crassostrea angulata) (Harris, 2008; Nehring, 1999, 2011). More recently, Ruesink et al. (2005) 
have concluded that the Pacific oyster has been identified as an invasive alien species in 17 of 
the 66 reviewed countries, mostly in temperate coastal ecosystems. 
Even though the production of Pacific oyster can be a major cause for the economic 
development in regions where it is cultivated, it may also have a negative impact on the 
environment (Harris, 2008): as an ecosystem engineer, the Pacific oyster has the capacity to 
modify natural habitats to suit its biological needs, thus changing both the physical and chemical 
properties of the environment (Kochmann, 2007; Padilla, 2010). This, adding to its high filtration 
rate, which in certain conditions might cause food depletion in the water column and further 
impact autochtonous filter-feeding species and its resistance to stress conditions (Troost, 2010), 
makes it a troublesome invasive species to deal with, creating the need for sustainable 
management practices (e.g. Herbert et al., 2015). 
The Manila clam, Ruditapes philippinarum is one of the most commercially relevant species 
introduced for aquaculture purposes (e.g. Nerlović et al., 2016; DFO, 1999), due to its habitat 
adaptability, fast growth, high productivity and disease resistance (e.g. Humphreys et al., 2015; 
Cordero et al., 2017). It is an endemic species in the Pacific coast of southeastern Asia (FAO, 
2017c; Cordero et al., 2017), with wild populations occurring in the Philippines, Yellow Sea, Sea 
of Japan, Sea of Okhtosk, South China and East China Seas, and around the Southern Kuril Islands 
(FAO, 2017c). 
Its expansion as an alien species is well documented (e.g. Çolakoğlu and Palaz, 2014; Mortensen 
and Strand, 2000; Jensen et al., 2004; Nerlovic et al., 2016; de Montaudouin et al., 2016;): since 
it was first unintentionally introduced in North America from Japan around the 1930s, mixed 
with Pacific oyster seeds, it expanded throughout all the Pacific coast, from California up until 
Vancouver (Flassch and Leborgne, 1992). Its European introduction was caused by a visible 
decline of the native European species (Ruditapes decussatus) (Nerlovic et al., 2016), starting in 
Arcachon Bay, France, between 1972 and 1974, where a commercial hatchery imported 500,000 
spat and 1000 adults from Puget Sound (Flassch and Leborgne, 1992).  
Later, the United Kingdom and Italy followed the same trend. Spain’s introduction happened 
somewhere in the 1980s, by being brought alongside other invasive species seeds, and further 
expanded to different parts of the country, e.g. Galicia, Cantabria or Cataluña (Pérez Camacho 
and Cuña, 1985). Afterwards, it is hypothesized that somehow Manila clam spread to Portugal, 
where as stated in Chainho et al. (2015), it was probably introduced in an aquaculture context 
in 1984, in the Ria Formosa (SE Portugal). At present, it has colonized most of Portuguese 
lagoons (e.g. Ria de Aveiro) and estuaries (Sado and Tejo). 
The ecological impacts related to the introduction and colonization of Manila clam are similar to 
those reported for the Pacific oyster: high density populations of Manila clam may cause food 
depletion, and negatively impact native species populations, by changing the biogeochemical 
cycles (e.g. Bartoli et al., 2001) and colonizing their native habitats (McKindsey et al., 2007). The 
relationship between Ruditapes decussatus and Manila clam has been extensively reported in 
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many areas (e.g. Tagus Estuary, Venice Lagoon, Bay of Santander, Arcachon Bay), because of the 
declining of the native species whenever it occupied the same habitat as Manila clam, due to 
the latter’s higher environmental resilience and faster reproduction rate (e.g. Laruelle et al., 
1994), as well as to the reduced fitness of the native species caused by the hybridization 
between both species (Bidegain and Juanes, 2013). 
Another plausible justification is due to their burial depths differences: as reported in Bidegain 
and Juanes (2013), where the authors have compared Zaklan and Ydenberg (1997) findings with 
the respective burial depths of both species (2 – 4 cm, R. philippinarum and 10 – 12 cm, R. 
decussatus): according to Zaklan and Ydenberg (1997), the energetic efficiency of feeding with 
a siphon decreases with burial depth. This means that Manila clam can filter particles more 
quickly than R. decussatus, which could explain their growth differences, considering that it can 
filter particles more quickly and invest less in the development of its siphons, even though it is 
more exposed to predation. 
2.5. Manila clam 
The Manila clam Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams and Reeve, 1852) is an infaunal marine bivalve 
mollusc that lives in the higher parts of the intertidal (Lee, 1996) or subtidal areas, in sand, 
muddy gravel or clay substrates (Nerlovic et al., 2016), and this way, it is more exposed to tidal 
cycles and stressful conditions, such as extremes of temperature, low salinity and oxygen, food 
limitation and predation (Jones et al., 1993; WGS, 2005; Yin et al., 2016), as well as relative 
humidity (Ali and Nakamura, 1999) The fact that they are less burrowed within the sediments is 
linked to its shorter siphons, being mostly fused and only separated at the tips, hence the name 
“littleneck” clam (Bourne, 1982). 
Understanding its innate characteristics and environmental adaptations is fundamental to why 
it keeps being introduced in aquaculture, and further spread and colonize each introduced 
region: i) it is euryhaline and can grow with salinities from 12 (larvae threshold) to 36 psu 
(Breber, 1996; Weber et al., 2008; Coughlan et al., 2009), albeit its optimal values range between 
24 and 30 psu (Coughlan et al., 2009) or 32 (Chew, 1989). The lack of agreement concerning the 
highest threshold in the optimal range should not be detrimental to the clams growth or survival; 
ii) by burrowing into deeper sediments, clams find a “thermal refuge” (Macho et al., 2016), with 
temperature being a key factor in the gametogenic cycle; and iii) when in low oxygen 
environments, Manila clam close its shell or valve and start to use its anaerobic metabolism, 
which uses reserve energy and produces less energy (Weber et al., 2008). 
The Manila clam is a dioecious animal, meaning it has distinct male and female genders (e.g. 
Gosling, 2004), becoming sexually mature between the first and the third year of age (Sladonja 
et al., 2011). It is strictly gonochoric (e.g. Milani et al., 2014), with the gametes being 
continuously released to the water column, where the fertilization afterwards occurs, as 
reported in DFO (2011). Even though other environmental conditions (e.g. food availability and 
salinity) are important for the gametogenic cycle (Choughlan et al., 2009; Zhao et al., 2013; 
Komorita et al., 2014; Velez et al., 2016), temperature is considered to be “the single exogenous 
factor” influencing gametogenesis (Gosling, 2004) and the most studied (e.g. Toba and Miyama, 
1995; Kang et al., 2016; Paillard et al., 2004). As noted in Drummond et al. (2006), temperature 
varies in accordance with geographical locations, with its seasonal variations affecting the 
reproductive cycle (Delgado and Camacho, 2007a, b): the reported lower threshold for gonadal 
activity is 8 ºC (Mann, 1979; Bourne and Farlinger, 1982), 12 ºC for proper development and 14 
ºC for spawning (Mann, 1979), with the optimal temperature range for growth is between 20 





2.6. Portuguese Context 
Until the 1970s, the Tagus Estuary was known for being a significantly relevant economic area 
for Portuguese oyster production (Batista, 2007; Anjos, 2014), where the biggest population in 
Europe was located (APA, 2012). Despite the fact that Portuguese Oyster was economically 
relevant, with an annual production of 7.5 thousand t between 1962-1971 (APA, 2012). Most 
the production was exported to France, where it was appraised and therefore named “La 
Portuguaise” (IAC, 1998). According to APA (2012), until 1954, 80% of the total area destined for 
its production was in the Tagus Estuary. 
However, it is estimated that around 1966, Portuguese oyster populations started to decline 
(APA, 2012), which is hypothesized to have been caused by  i) the spoiling of water quality in the 
Tagus Estuary, due to industrial discharges around Lisbon’s main area and Barreiro (APA, 2012); 
ii) the introduction of an anti-fouling agent, tributyltin (TBT) in dockyards within the estuary 
(Bettencourt et al., 1999); iii) Portuguese oysters also started to show signs of diseases, namely 
gill injuries (then called as “gill disease”) that reduced its filtering capacity (Bento, 2008), and an 
excessive thickening of the shells, that resulted in high mortalities (APA, 2012), and iv) 
overfishing and bad resource management, which almost led to its disappearance (Batista, 2007; 
Anjos, 2014). Since then, oyster cultures stopped in the estuary. 
Until recently, before Manila clam introduction, Portuguese clam production was primarily 
based on two native species: Venerupis corruata and Ruditapes decussatus (Chiesa et al., 2016). 
However, since 2009, production of the Manila clam has increased until reaching its peak in 2014 
(Table 5) (EUROSTAT, 2017), which has led to the declining of the good clam populations, and 
consequently to new fishing locations, as to accommodate the more lucrative Manila clam 
(Chiesa et al., 2016). Table 5 values do not account for illegal fishing in e.g. the Tagus Estuary. 
Table 5:  Ruditapes philippinarum production (t) and economic revenue associated, between 2009 and 2015 
(Eurostat, 2017)  
Year 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 
Production (t) 9.5 105.3 567.14 889 772.5 1,036.1 930.1 
Economic 
value (k €) 
26.97 263.99 1,252.17 1,739.96 1,598.99 1,389.31 1,181.97 
 
There are several studies that emphasize the relationship between both clams in the Tagus 
Estuary (Muehlbauer et al., 2014; Garaulet, 2011; Oliveira, 2012; Gaspar, 2010; Chainho et al., 
2015; Ramajal et al., 2016). Garaulet (2011) reported that Manila clam Tagus colonization is 
coincidental in time with a significant decrease of the native clam population, which could be 
explained by either i) overfishing of native clams lead to the introduction of the Manila clam in 
the estuary and its high habitat adaptability stopped the natural restocking of the native clam 
or ii) the competition for the same habitats and resources eventually induced a declining of the 
good clam population.  
2.7. Site Selection 
Aquaculture is growing and being increasingly seen as a way to reduce the dependency on 
fisheries and sustainably produce food, as world per capita of fish and seafood consumption are 
reaching all-time highs (e.g. FAO, 2016; Seafood, 2016). Coastal waters, due to their proximity 
to urban areas, gather considerable attractivity for aquaculture siting (e.g. sources with urban 
aquaculture). However, as coastal waters are used by a multitude of different activities, 
sometimes problems may arise due to incompatible uses (e.g. Clark, 1992). Coastal aquaculture, 
if not properly sited, is going to compete for “economic, social, physical and ecological resources 
with other industries” (Ross et al., 2013), which can undermine its viability (e.g. Longdill et al., 
2008). Hence, there is a need to pinpoint the best locations for aquaculture, that ensures its 
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success and minimizes the social and environmental negative effects, which is addressed by site 
selection studies. 
Site selection comprises a wide array of tools and different thematic areas, as well as requires 
the communication between scientific community and stakeholders, whose goal is to identify 
the best locations for aquaculture practices in a particular area, in order to maximize production 
and economic profit, reduce environmental impacts associated to unsustainable aquaculture 
practices, provide quality products that respect human health safety concerns, avoid social 
conflicts that may arise due to competition for space (e.g. Aguilar-Manjarrez et al., 2017; 
Llorente and Luna, 2013; Pillay and Kutty, 2005; Wu, 1995) and increase aquaculture’s social 
acceptability (Whitmarsh and Palmieri, 2009). 
This is achieved by taking into account, e.g., i) the cultivated species’ biological factors 
influencing its growth to a harvestable size, and even though the biological parameters should 
be approximately the same (e.g. temperature, salinity or food sources), different species should 
have different optimal values for growth within the same parameter; ii) possible sources of 
pollution that can reduce the harvested product’s quality and therefore put the public health at 
risk; iii) societal acceptability, as to avoid visual impacts in an urban area context; iv) factors 
influencing production, namely distance to depuration units or roads, and v) assess possible legal 
and spatial constraints that will limit practices, as to avoid conflicting uses regarding other 
activities and/or stakeholders, as well as areas ecologically relevant.  
Therefore, site selection is a relatively complex spatial decision problem, which can be seen as 
highly subjective and changeable: different initial choices will have different outputs, depending 
on both expert and stakeholders’ preferences and interests (Malczewski, 2000), as the chosen 
inputs do not have a rigid structure that all site selection problems must respect, and can be 
further combined into several different criteria/categories. 
In the last decades, the development of virtual tools and new technologies, such as GIS 
(Geographic Information System), has facilitated the spatial management of resources and 
coastal planning, and given the aquaculture context, also the ecosystem approach to 
aquaculture (EAA), which encompasses the best management practices regarding aquaculture 
(e.g. Aguilar-Manjarrez et al., 2017). The combination of Multi-Criteria Evaluation (MCE) 
principles and GIS tools, which Dapueto et al. (2015) also called “Spatial Multi-Criteria 
Evaluation”, is a useful tool for aquaculture site selection, as it allows the spatial mapping and 
management of the identified criteria, according to the relative importance given by experts 
and/or decision-makers (e.g. Carver, 1991). 
2.7.1. GIS based Multi-Criteria Evaluation 
GIS is a useful tool to provide spatial analysis support to complex issues concerning aquaculture 
and coast planning (Nath et al., 2000), and balance conflicting uses and respective management 
(Sanchirico et al., 2013). It allows the storing, elaboration and analysis of data (e.g. external 
environmental factors, infrastructure facilities) relevant for aquaculture development in a 
certain location, allowing an antecedent study that evaluates whether or not an aquaculture 
project has conditions to be successful (Meaden and Aguilar-Manjarrez, 2013).  
However, there are several limitations inherent to the use of GIS that might limit the final 
outputs (e.g. Griffin, 2013; Nath et al., 2000; Puniwai et al., 2014): i) the final output is dependent 
on the accuracy of the collected data; ii) high spatial resolution data can be limited by hardware 
and budget; iii) inputs are subjective and are opened to interpretation; iv) disregard of the real 
studied area, by focusing only on the GIS maps. 
Relevant applications of GIS tools in an aquaculture site selection context can be further 
consulted in Buitrago et al. (2005), Ragbirsingh and Souza (2005), Pérez et al. (2005), Radiarta et 
al. (2008), Longdill et al. (2008). 
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Multi-Criteria Evaluation (MCE) is one of the most common methods for aquaculture site 
selection (Hossain et al., 2008; Silva et al., 2011; Radiarta et al., 2008; Falconer et al., 2016; 
Dapueto et al., 2015), since it allows the combination of several variables (e.g. temperature, 
food sources, distance to urban areas) in a structure, where each variable has a relative weight 
proportional to its importance (Nath et al., 2000). This allows an assessment of spatial variability 
of each criterion, namely environmental, socioeconomic, biological and spatial variables 
relevant to an aquaculture site selection study, considering each level of relative importance, 
and providing a qualitative and quantitative analysis, useful for decision makers (Baidya et al., 
2014; Falconer et al., 2016).  
Before comparisons can be made, all studied variables must be reclassified to a common scale 
(e.g. 0 – 1, 0 – 100, 0 – 255) (Eastman, 1999); afterwards weights can be assigned, either based 
on expert knowledge, through the literature in similar works or comparison between relative 
weights (i.e. Analytical Hierarchy Process). 
As previously mentioned, GIS and MCE are connected, since data collected concerning the 
MCE’s criteria can be stored and furthered analyzed in a GIS software (e.g. ArcGIS, QGIS): 
according to Eastman (1999), GIS based MCE has two different ways to approach: 
• All criteria are converted to Boolean (logical true/false), according to which areas are 
suitable (1) or unsuitable (0). This is mostly applied to constraints for the site selection, 
which can be further combined by different degrees of intersection (e.g. logical AND) or 
union (logical OR);  
• In the second most common procedure for MCE, quantitative criteria (typically defined as 
factors) are evaluated as continuous variables, each expressing different degrees of 
suitability, and then converted to a common scale (Voogd, 1983). Afterwards, each criterion 
is combined by means of a weighted linear combination (WLC) and then the result can be 
calculated by the product of the constraints, according to the following equation, Eq. (1): 
 S =  ∑ wiXi ∗ ∏ Cj (1) 
 
where S = Suitability 
             wi = weighted assigned to factor i 
             Xi = criterion score of factor i  
             Cj = constraint j  
However, as stated in Silva et al. (2011) and Griffin (2013), most applications of Multi-Criteria 
Evaluation to aquaculture site selection (e.g. Dapueto et al., 2015; Falconer et al., 2016; Hossain 
et al., 2008; Lin, 2010; Radiarta et al., 2008) do not include dynamic models for estimation of 
carrying capacity and temporal variability of environmental effects, which might be considered 
detrimental to differentiate successful and unsuccessful aquaculture practices.  
2.8. Dynamic modelling 
The Farm Aquaculture Resource Management (FARM) is a model targeted at farmers and 
managers, that combines physical and biogeochemical models, shellfish growth models, and 
eutrophication screening models, in order to determine shellfish production, providing a 
marginal analysis of farm production potential and profit maximization, as well as an adapted 
version for the eutrophication assessment, based on Bricker et al. (2003), accounting for 





Fig. 1: Conceptual scheme of the model’s components; in the dotted rectangle is displayed the core model (Ferreira 
et al., 2007) 
In the present work, an adapted and simplified version of FARM was used, therefore only those 
outputs will be addressed. A more thorough description about FARM can be found in Ferreira et 
al. (2007), www.farmscale.org and Ferreira et al. (2009 a,b). 
The input requirements of the model can be divided into three groups (Ferreira et al., 2007; Silva 
et al., 2011): i) time-series of drivers for environmental conditions, such as salinity, dissolved 
oxygen, suspended particle matter (TPM) and particulate organic matter (POM), chlorophyll a, 
current speed and tidal variations; ii) farm layout and respective dimensions, and iii) shellfish 
cultivation practices (cultivation density, mortality and culture period). 
FARM can simulate the individual growth of several bivalve species (e.g. Pacific oyster 
Crassostrea gigas, blue mussel Mytilus edulis, Chinese scallop Chlmys farreri, cockle 
Cerastoderma edule), although only Manila clam Ruditapes philippinarum was used, whose 
model is based on Solidoro et al. (2000). Biomass production of market-size organisms is 
simulated, by integrating shellfish growth in a population dynamics framework using well-
established equations 
The general layout input is shown in Fig. 2 and can be applied to suspended culture from rafts 
or longlines, as well as bottom culture (Ferreira et al., 2007).  
 
Fig. 2: Farm layout (rope and bottom culture) (Ferreira et al., 2007) 
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The outputs of the used version of the FARM model are only based on aquaculture production 
and associated economic value, and as defined in the original paper (Ferreira et al., 2007): 
• FARM’s aquaculture production is based on a Cobb-Douglas equation (McCausland et 
al., 2006), which establishes a relation between total physical product (TPP) and total fresh 
weight (TFW): 
   Y = f(x1, |x2, x3, … , xn) (2) 
Where 
Y – output of harvestable organisms 
x1 – initial stocking density of seed, considered the only variable input 
x2-xn – other inputs, considered as constant 
FARM also calculates the average physical production (APP) after each run (Eq. (3)), as well as 
the equivalent expressed as individuals, providing an indicator of the capacity of the farm to 

































This thesis applies Geographical Information Systems (GIS) methods for aquaculture site 
selection (e.g. Silva et al., 2011; Dapueto et al., 2015) and combines these with local-scale 
dynamic models for production and environmental effects (e.g. Ferreira et al., 2007). Different 
spatial factors and other categories are used to identify potential cultivation sites, and the 
aquaculture performance at those sites is assessed by means of the Farm Aquaculture Resource 
Management (FARM) model. 
Therefore, it was developed a four-stage methodology approach (Fig. 3), combining both a 
Multi-Criteria Evaluation and Dynamic Modelling. The methodology used was adapted mainly 
from two different works: Silva et al. (2011) and Falconer et al. (2015). 
 
Fig. 3: Conceptual diagram of the methodology used (adapted from Falconer et al., 2015) 
16 
 
The main goal of the MCE is to achieve a final result of all suitable areas for shellfish aquaculture 
in the Tagus Estuary, while FARM’s is to study possible economic and environmental impacts 
associated with shellfish farms. To achieve this, it was developed a three stepped MCE model, 
which consists of:  
1) Identification, data retrieval and elaboration of Suitability Factors (in Dapueto et al., 2015), 
hereby defined as Categories and respective indicators, that might influence the suitability of a 
shellfish farming site, as well as the existing Spatial Constraints in the estuary.  
2) The thematic maps are reclassified into a common scale, each indicator’s weight is calculated 
by means of an AHP and then combined into three categories using GIS based Weighted Overlay 
technique; the final Spatial Constraints map was obtained using GIS based Fuzzy Overlay. 
3) Weights are defined for each category and then a suitability equation is applied, by means of 
a Weighted Overlay, accounting for each category suitability maps and the final Spatial 
Constraints map. The outcome is defined as the site selection thematic map. 
4) Application of the FARM model to suitable areas defined in Stage 3; 
This methodology was tested for Manila clam aquaculture in a study area located in the Tagus 
Estuary, Portugal (38º40’N; 9º15’W). 
3.2. Study area 
The Tagus Estuary (38º44’N, 09º08’W) (Fig. 4) is one of the largest estuaries in Europe, covering 
nearly 320 km2 (Monteiro et al., 2016), having an average depth of less than 10 m, as well as 
containing small islands, sand banks and an intertidal zone  with a total area of 146 km2, mainly 
composed of tidal flats (64%), salt marshes (13%) (Caçador et al., 1996) and dead oyster beds 
(Granadeiro et al., 2007) with an area close to 16 km2 (Ferreira et al., 2003). Studies (Valentim 
et al., 2013; Fortunato et al., 1999; Dias and Valentim, 2011) refer the importance of the tidal 
flats, as they slow tidal propagation and highly dissipate tidal energy or, from an ecological 
approach, significantly contribute to primary production. 
According to Pritchard (1989), the estuary can be classified as a coastal plain estuary, due to its 
morphological characteristics, such as its location in temperate latitudes, the maximum depth 
of about 45 m, its large width-depth ratio, the existence of intertidal flat, extensive mudflats and 
saltmarshes; although its shape does not fit with coastal plain estuaries, as it does not widen 
towards the mouth (Neves, 2010). Also, according to NOAA’s classification (Duarte et al., 2013), 
it is considered a mesotidal estuary, with an average tide amplitude of 2.4 m, ranging between 
1 and 4 m during neap and spring tides, respectively (Dias et al., 2008; Campuzano et al., 2012); 
the tidal excursion is also almost 50 km from the mouth, near Vila Franca de Xira (Guerreiro et 
al., 2015). The mean air temperature is 16.3 ºC and the total annual precipitation of 700 mm 
(Gameiro et al., 2004).  
The Tagus river is also the major source of freshwater, with a mean river flow of 400 m3 s-1, 
variable both seasonally and interannually (França et al., 2005), with rivers Sorraia and Trancão 
(displayed in Appendix A) being comparatively smaller, with average annual discharges of 35 
and 2.5 m3 s-1, respectively (Neves, 2010). The water column is well mixed during spring tides, 
but it is partially stratified during neap tides (Vale and Sundby, 1987). In addition, strong 




Fig. 4: Area in study, the Tagus Estuary, and respective lower and upper limits  
The Tagus Estuary is also located in the most populated area of Portugal (Caçador et al., 2012a), 
the Lisbon Metropolitan Area, with 2.5 million people living in its vicinities (Campuzano et al., 
2012). Because of this, it has been subjected to intense anthropogenic  impacts over the years, 
related to fishing, industrial growth, urbanization, agriculture and port activities, that leads to 
heavy metal contaminations (Cabral et al., 1999; Carvalho et al., 2007; Fauconneau, 2001; 
Figuères et al., 1985; Vale, 1990; Araújo et al., 1998; Vale et al., 1998, x2008; Canário et al., 2003; 
Nogueira et al., 2003), which tend to be adsorved on cohesive sediments and accumulated in 
saltmarshes (Caçador et al., 2009; Caçador and Duarte, 2012b).  
França et al. (2005) also concluded that the estuary is contaminated, by studying heavy metal 
concentrations (Cd, Cu, Pb and Zn) in sediments, molluscs and fishes in three salt marshes. 
Studies also have shown high levels of Zn, Cu, Pb and Hg in sediments (Vale et al., 2008), 
suspended particle matter (Vale, 1990; Canário et al., 2008) and in tissues of several fish and 
crustacean species (Ferreira et al., 2003), and faecal contamination, as reported in Anacleto et 
al. (2013). The same author proved that E. coli levels are related to areas with industries, farming 
explorations and highly populated areas, with high levels of E. coli in clams harvested within the 
estuary. Those contaminated areas are usually where the shellfish harvesting is located (Cunha, 
2012). 
3.3. GIS based Multi-Criteria Evaluation for shellfish aquaculture site selection 
The first three stages in the present methodology are based on a Multi-Criteria Evaluation by 
means of GIS tools. The application of the Multi-Criteria Evaluation aims to achieve the 
evaluation of the suitability for shellfish aquaculture in the Tagus Estuary. 
Firstly, emphasis should be added to MCE’s used terms, in order to achieve the final goal of the 
final site selection thematic map. Three different criteria will be used and defined as categories. 
Within each category there are several indicators that together are used to describe it. 
Categories can also be named “Suitability Factors”, since each category will affect the overall 
suitability for shellfish aquaculture. 
Each indicator will be mapped using a GIS tool, which will be defined as a thematic map. 
Thematic maps will then be grouped according to each category, forming a final Category 
suitability map, an adapted version of those used in Falconer et al. (2016). Afterwards, by 
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grouping each identified category, a final suitability thematic map will be produced, allowing an 
assessment of possible locations for shellfish aquaculture. 
3.3.1. Stage 1: Identification of Suitability Factors 
The first stage of the MCE is focused on the identification of Suitability Factors. Suitability Factors 
were chosen according to the literature and adapted to the existing conditions in the Tagus 
Estuary. The chosen Suitability Factors were divided into three main categories: Environmental 
Category, Production Category and Product Contamination Category. Each Category is 
subsequently divided into several different indicators (Fig. 5). 
The next step was to search, retrieve and elaborate data to construct thematic maps 
corresponding to the selected indicators for each Category/Suitability Factor. This was achieved 
by searching for either scientific works in the Tagus Area or looking for GIS data, which will be 
further addressed.  
 
Fig. 5: Suitability Categories and respective indicators for shellfish aquaculture site selection in the Tagus Estuary 
All GIS thematic maps were created under the same coordinate system (WGS 1984) and assigned 
a Tagus Estuary Analysis Mask so that processing only occurs on locations that fall within the 
mask, with locations outside of it assigned to NoData in the output (Silva et al., 2013a) – 
Appendix A. 
3.3.1.1. Spatial Constraints 
Spatial Constraints here are defined as all conditions and factors that screen out unsuitable areas 
for shellfish aquaculture in the study area, by delimiting possible legal and spatial obstacles, in 
contemplation of helping decision making. Spatial Constraints allow the mapping of the 
maximum possible area for shellfish aquaculture by studying possible limitations, such as 
sources of pollution (Industry and WWTP), possible human interferences (beaches and 
19 
 
navigational ports), as well either forbidden areas (Military Areas), culture practices for shellfish 
aquaculture (Current Speed and bathymetry) or legal requirements (Natura Network 2000, Total 
Protection Areas and Salt marshes). 
The Spatial Constraints considered relevant for the Tagus Estuary are identified in the table 
below (Table 6), as well as their corresponding source and map type. 
Thematic maps created from point files (vector and table list) were either interpolated (Inverse 
Distance Weighted – IDW) within the used mask limits or safety buffers created around each 
point (e.g. Distance to WWTP); thematic maps based on polygon files were created by selecting 
the necessary features (e.g. selecting “industry” from CLC12). The only exception was Total 
Protection Areas, which was delimited manually in ArcGIS editor, since it did not recognize the 
used WFS, in order to digitize it with the Vectorization command from ArcScan extension. 
Table 6: Relevant Spatial Constraints for shellfish site selection in Tagus, sources of data used in the MCE (GIS) 
Spatial Constraint Data Sources Map type 
Bathymetry Interpolated using data from Instituto Hidrográfico (2013) Point 
Current Speed Interpolated using data from B2K  Point 
Distance to military areas OpenStreetMaps (2016) Polygon 
Salt works DGT (2017); EEA (2014)  Polygon 
Salt marshes EEA (2014); RAMSAR (1992) Polygon 
Total Protection Areas Contoured according to IGEO (2016)  Line 
Distance to beaches DGT (2017) Polygon 
Distance to navigational 
terminals 
DGT (2017) Polygon 
Distance to industry Copernicus (2012) Polygon 
Natura 2000 Network EEA (2016)  Polygon 
Distance to WWTP 





The rationale behind each individual spatial constraint identified is briefly explained in Table 7. 




Included in Spatial Constraints are current speed and bathymetry. Both are fundamental aspects 
of the inherent type of applied culture system (Silva et al., 2011), since current speed has influence 
on food transport as well on dilution of waste, with an optimal water flow of 0.3 – 1 m s-1 (Vincenzi 
et al., 2006): slower current speeds do not allow appropriate water circulation, whereas higher 
values might have negative impacts on the intertidal areas (Vincenzi et al., 2006). 
The same author reports that optimal sites for Manila clam located in water depths of less than 2 
m; Toba et al. (1992) states that Manila clam are most abundant at 1-2m. Below that range they 
are vulnerable to various predators and may have to compete against other hard clam species; 
they are also easier to harvest. Above it, they are too exposed to the air and their growth rate 
declines (Toba et al., 1992). Hence, they are both esential for shellfish aquaculture practices, and 
because of this they are not part of either category. 
Natura 2000 
Another selected Spatial Constraint with a special connotation is Natura 2000 Network, which aims 
to protect habitats and species of European interest that are rare or threatened, however it does 
not necessarily exclude all human activities. Its aim is to ensure that, within these Natura 2000 
sites, human activities are undertaken in a way that still allows the site’s conservation objectives 
to be reached (EC, 2012a). 
Natura 2000 was briefly explained in table 3: aquaculture projects within the area included in 
Natura 2000 are required to assess possible environmental impacts, where afterwards the 
competent national agencies may approve it or not. In the present work, areas within the Tagus 
Estuary that are encompassed in Natura 2000 are only going to be analyzed after the creation of 
the site selection thematic map (Appendix B). 
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Land use areas corresponding to military areas are unsuitable for coastal aquaculture (Gibson et 
al., 1993; Coimbra, 1998; Puniwai et al., 2014). According to Gibson et al., (1993), military use of 
the coastal areas should present little environmental impact. However, a large military presence 
could pose a potential environmental problem, as could other unmanaged human activities. 
It was decided to try to contact some military facilities in the study area, namely Montijo’s Air Base 
No. 6, and inquire whether a possible aquaculture project in their adjacent area would be 
authorized, which the answer was no, which is in accordance with Decree No. 42090/1959. Because 




Beaches are here defined as a spatial constraint in contemplation of avoiding the perturbances that 
may be caused by beach users, as well as to avoid possible theft situations. The presence of beaches 
within estuaries is frequent (Freire et al., 2006): the area of the Tagus Estuary’s mouth is influenced 
by ocean waves, with the estuary’s interior being sheltered from the ocean’s influence. They are 
formed exclusively by local wind driven waves (Jackson and Nordstrom, 1992). 
Freire et al. (2006) divided Tagus left margin in several sectors, each containing the main estuarine 
beaches: Alcochete-Samouco, Air Base (Samouco to Montijo); Montijo’s inlet, Barreiro’s inlet, 
Seixal’s bay and Alfeite. Despite the fact that the Tagus interior beaches are not yet suitable for 




Anthropogenic impacts related to industrial growth are well known and studied in Tagus, with 
considerable environmental impacts, namely high concentrations of heavy metals in industrial 
areas in the riverbanks, such as lead, cadmium and zinc, in superficial waters, deep sediment layers 
and particulate matter (e.g. Vale et al., 2008). This way, an appropriate safety distance to industries 
is important to screen out areas negatively influenced by industry and thus, to the site selection 
itself.  
Salt works 
Salt works are physical structures created for salt extraction, that has tanks with different depths: 
the seawater coming from the estuary passes through each tank, increasing the concentration of 
dissolved salts and subsequent deposition. This, in addition to the sequence and disposition of the 
existing tanks enables the existence of some fish and shrimp species in the first tank (called 
Nursery), as well as insect larvae, small coleoptera (beetles) and crustaceans, such as Artemia spp 
on the remaining tank (ICNF, n/d): Artemia is very important in salt works as it feeds on the organic 
particles that would otherwise contaminate salt crystals, and convert them into cysts or faeces that 
do not impact salt production (Sorgeloos, 1983); in addition, Artemia can be also used in 
aquaculture (Sorgeloos, 1983), as it produces cysts that can be hatched on demand, in order to be 
used as live food to fish or crustacean larvae (Sorgeloos et al., 1977). 
Salt works are considered sheltered places because of their placement in salt marshes (e.g. 
Lindemans, 2010); this, adding to the existing food sources, make them important feeding and 
resting habitats in the winter high tides for many species, while in spring and summer they are a 
nesting place for waders (ICNF, n/d). The Samouco Saline Complex is included within Tagus Estuary 
Special Protection Areas (Birds Directive 2009/147/EC) (Araújo et al., 2006). Inactive facilities exist 





Shellfish aquaculture sites should not interfere with navigational terminal, harbors or impede 
navigation within the estuary. In particular, areas inside and in the vicinities, where entry and exit 
maneuvers are regularly carried out (Maritime New Zealand, 2005). Also, proximity to the 
previously mentioned locations may be associated with sediment disturbances, as well as proximity 
to people. Therefore, areas close to those sites were regarded as unsuitable and in order to prevent 
possible negative interactions between shellfish aquaculture sites and navigational terminals, 
future studies should further investigate active all active terminals. 
Distance to 
WWTP 
There are many urban areas within or near the Tagus Estuary area, where the corresponding urban 
wastewaters are discharged into the estuary, making areas near Wastewater Treatment Plants 
(WWTP) discharges known for their pollution (Saraiva, 2001). According to the same author, 
Trancão river also is a meeting point to three different WWTP plants (Saraiva, 2001) and thus, it is 
also considered. A safety buffer was established, since it was not found any reference to WWTP in 
aquaculture site selections. 
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(cont.) Table 7: Brief description of each individual spatial constraint 
TPA 
Total protection Areas (Hidroprojecto, 2007) are natural areas defined as having high 
environmental sensitivity, hence they are focal points concerning nature conservation. 
They consist of two different areas, namely Pancas salt marsh and intertidal zone 
associated, in order to properly manage their inherent natural processes, as those 
areas are considered as feeding, resting and nesting areas for aquatic birds. Because of 
this, the mentioned areas were classified as unsuitable. 
Salt marshes – Partial 
Protect 
Area (type I) 
Salt marshes are found in flat, protected waters usually within the protection of a 
barrier island, estuary, or along low-energy coastlines (e.g. Daly, 2013). According to 
Reis (2009), salt marshes have several ecosystem functions, such as i) habitat to many 
crustaceans and fish species, due to high levels of phytoplankton and other particles 
suspended in the water column; ii) nurseries for many ecological relevant species; iii) 
nesting and resting areas for migratory birds and iv) can act as a sink for pollution.  
Type I of Partial Protection Areas represent areas containing relevant scenic and 
natural resources, defined as having a moderate ecological sensitivity. The identified 
Type I areas are all salt marshes within the Tagus Estuary Nature Reserve, and although 
salt marshes are ideal places for aquaculture (Cloern, 1982; Roman and Tenore, 1984; 
Newton and Mudge, 2005), salt marshes within Ramsar convention wetland areas 
(Ramsar Convention Secretariat, 2013) were considered unsuitable. 
 
3.3.1.2. Category 1: Production  
Production category assesses the distance between facilities (i.e. farms), such as piers (here 
defined as Port) and Local markets, as well as accessibilities, namely roads and work labour 
(Urban Areas). All the mentioned factors are important because they increase the efficiency of 
the access to shellfish farms, since farms must be at a reasonable distance from roads, and 
afterwards, the transportation of the shellfish from the site, directly to markets or relaying sites 
within the estuary, if possible. Farms should also be a suitable distance of the population, neither 
too close, as to avoid possible visual impacts, nor too far.  
Hence, category 1 was named “Production”, since all identified indicators evaluate where the 
production can occur (where it can be sold; where people who can work it through are located; 
where it can be transported). 
Distance to local markets was the only created thematic map based on point files and was 
created based on OSM’s maps. This was further improved by searching for markets in the 
studied area using Google Earth Pro and saving their coordinates (Appendix A). The remaining 
thematic maps were created by selecting the necessary features from the data sources displayed 
in Table 8. 
Table 8: Relevant indicators concerning Production Category for shellfish site selection in Tagus, sources of data 
used in the MCE (GIS)  
Indicators Data Sources Map type 
Distance to urban areas Copernicus (2012) Polygon 
Distance to local markets OpenStreetMaps (2016) Point 
Distance to port Open Street Maps (2016) Line 
Distance to major roads 
Open Street Maps (2016) 










The indicators relevant for aquaculture production in the Tagus Estuay are represented in Table 
9. 
Table 9: Brief description of Production indicators 
Distance to urban 
areas 
Urban areas in this context are characterized by being discontinuous urban fabric, which 
is a CLC nomenclature (Rojo, 2015). Urban areas consist of the existing labour within the 
area, as most existing urban areas are gathered around the estuary, which, in addition to 
fishing tradition in many more secluded areas outside of Lisbon (Alcochete, Seixal, 
Trafaria, Póvoa de Santa Iria, Barreiro and Samouco) (Cunha, 2012) and the existing illegal 
circuit, means that there is plenty of labour already with some degree of know-how.  
Distance to local 
markets 
Local markets, as the name implies, represent only local markets close to the estuary. 
Possible shellfish aquaculture areas must be as close to local markets, as it reduces 
transport costs: the closer the market is to the farm, the fewer intermediaries (Spliethoff, 
1987). It was already mentioned that there is a known issue regarding illegal fishing of 
Manila clam: and as reported in Ramajal et al. (2016), there are middle-men who directly 
sell to markets, as well as restaurants and other food outlets. 
Distance to port 
The existence of piers (defined as port, in the present work) in the study area allows 
fishermen transportation within the estuary, which increases accessibility by enabling 
access to otherwise more difficult areas to go, by either foot or road. It may enable 
transportation of shellfish from more polluted areas to cleaner ones (relaying areas). This 
is linked to a Spatial Constraint identified as Distance to Navigational Terminals and Ports, 
meaning that areas near to the piers are unsuitable. 
Distance to major 
roads 
A GIS assessment of accessibilities in areas near to the estuary was needed in order to 
study the areas gathering the best conditions for shellfish aquaculture closer to roads. 
According to Perumal et al. (2015), accessibility is important for aquaculture practices as 
it is important for seed production and transportation of broodstock and juveniles.  
Proximity to roads is also important because by reducing transportation cost, it reduces 
product price determination (Spliethoff, 1987). It also facilitates transportation for 
relaying technique: change the harvested product in a polluted area (such as Class C) to 
a cleaner one (Class A or B). This will be further explained In Chapter 4. 
 
3.3.1.3. Category 2: Environmental 
When selecting a site for commercial production of Manila clams, environmental indicators that 
influence clam survival and growth should be studied (Toba et al., 1992; Silva et al., 2011), such 
as temperature, salinity, food availability (Chlorophyll a and POM), dissolved oxygen and Total 
Particulate Matter (TPM). Optimal sites are characterized by gathering suitable conditions for 
growth and development of the clams, since growth and high quality shellfish are essential for 
the economic sustainability of the industry (Longdill et al., 2008). 
Indicators like bathymetry and current speed could also be categorized as Environmental 
indicators. But as already explained, since both are fundamental for culture practices and will 
influence where the site selection is going to be, environmental indicators must be studied 
within those sites. Other factors such as substrate type (e.g. Toba et al., 1992) could also be 
listed below. 
Ideal substrate type for clam cultures is characterized by a high sand percentage and the 
remaining fraction made up of silt and clay (20-30%) (Vincenzi et al., 2006; Toba et al., 1992). 
According to ICNB (2007), silt sediments prevail in the upper and middle part of the estuary, 
while the sand sediments are at a greater percentage in the lower estuary (Fig.6), which is in 





 Fig. 6: Type of sediments in the estuary (Adapted from ICNB, 2007) 
To study where the best environmental indicators are gathered in the estuary, it was used GIS 
to map the chosen category. In the table below (Table 10), it is represented each chosen 
indicator, along with its source and GIS map type. All the data for the creation of thematic maps 
concerning Environmental indicators is displayed in Appendix A. 
All used indicators were based on data from B2K database (water quality data retrieved in the 
1990s from the Tagus Estuary) and then interpolated in ArcGIS, according to the spatial limits 
defined. 
Table 10:  Relevant indicators concerning Environmental Category for shellfish site selection in Tagus, sources of 
data used in the MCE (GIS) 
Indicators Data Sources Map type 
DO 







POC to POM conversion: POC = 0.38POM (Grant and Bacher, 




Several relevant environmental variables (i.e. Environmental indicators) were already briefly 
mentioned in Chapter 2.5 “Manila clam”, although they will be more thoroughly addressed in 
Table 11. 
Table 11: Brief description of Environmental indicators 
DO 
Dissolved Oxygen is essential to Manila clams’ because if the oxygen concentration of the water 
becomes too low, the difference between the water and the circulatory system is lower, which 
may reduce or even stop the transfer of oxygen. At this point, the clam will close its valve or shell 
and begin to use its anaerobic metabolism, converting fuel reserves to energy without using 
oxygen (Weber et al., 2008). This produces far less energy (6% of the aerobic metabolism), as well 
as the fact that the clams are not feeding, growing or putting effort into reproduction (Weber et 
al., 2008; Swingle, 1969).  Adult hard clams can maintain aerobic respiration down to DO levels of 
about 5 mg L-1 (Weber et al., 2008; Vincenzi et al., 2006). 
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(cont.) Table 11: Brief description of Environmental indicators 
Temperature 
Clams are poikilothermic organisms; therefore, their metabolism is influenced by water 
temperature: increasing water temperature increases metabolic rate, and the opposite, affecting 
both growth and reproduction (Weber et al., 2007). 
Intertidal organisms such as the Manila clam are highly exposed to the effects of high 
temperatures above their biological threshold: Malouf and Bricelj (1989) reported thermal 
tolerances of 4-30 ºC for adult Manila clams, with an optimum range of 16-27 ºC (Weber et al., 
2007; Macho et al., 2016) and 14-27 ºC for larvae, while Chew (1989) reported temperature 
tolerance for larvae of 0-36 ºC, whereas the optimum was between 23 and 24 ºC -, especially 
during low tide in the summer months.  This alters their performance, by limiting feeding and 
growth rates, activity, burrowing capacity and ultimately causing mortality (Verdelhos et al., 2015; 
Morley et al., 2012; Humphreys et al., 2007). 
Salinity 
The Manila clam is euryhaline and inhabits a wide range of areas (Gillespie et al., 2012), however 
salinities varying from 25 to 35 psu are considered the optimal physiological values (Baker et al., 
2007; Dang et al., 2010; Coughlan et al., 2009; Vincenzi et al., 2006), as the feeding rates, growth 
and pumping rates are at their peak (Baker et al., 2007). According to Coughlan et al. (2009), clams 
can maintain normal metabolic activities in a wide range of salinity levels (15-35 psu) for long 
periodos of time.  
Chl 
Most clams feed on organic particles (POM) and phytoplankton, which has a photosynthetic 
pigment named chlorophyll a (Chl) that mediates photosynthethesis and consequently, primary 
production (Komorita et al., 2014). Studies have highlighted phytoplankton’s importance 
regarding bivalve survival and growth (Grant et al., 1998; Zarnoch and Schreibman, 2008); also, 
Chl is considered to be an indicator for food availability in bivalve growth modelling (e.g. Vincenzi 
et al., 2006; Hyun et al., 2006), where according to Toba et al. (1992), the Manilla clam appears to 
grow better when a moderate food supply is consistently available over long periods then when a 
lot of food is available sporadically for shorter periods, even though it can can change seasonally, 
as the metabolic demands increase with temperature (Zarnoch and Shcreibman, 2008; Komorita 
et al., 2009). 
POM 
Particulate organic matter includes the suspended organic particles in tidal flats, containing carbon 
from many different sources (e.g. phytoplankton, sewage effluents) (Müller-Solger et al., 2002), 
and are an important food source for benthic animals (Yoshino et al., 2012). Particles size influence 
the ability to efficiently filter, retain and ingest food, with smaller particles having lower retention 
efficiency (Secrist, 2013). The same author has also highlighted that both POM and Chl are used in 
the assessment of food availability, in order to account for alternative food sources, such as 
benthic microalgae and macroalgae detritus. 
TPM 
Total particulate matter comprises the organic and inorganic suspended particles in the water 
column, controlling the turbidity and transparency of the water, according to the type and 
concentration of the suspended particles (Hancock and Hewitt, 2004).  
 
3.3.1.4. Category 3: Product Contamination 
Heavy metals are widespread and persistent in aquatic ecosystems, potentially toxic (Suresh et 
al., 2012; Taweel et al., 2013; Tang et al., 2014), since they can be adsorved by suspended solids, 
then strongly accumulated in sediments and biomagnified along aquatic food chains (Yi et al., 
2011; Gumgum et al., 1994). Sediments act as sinks, and may in turn act as sources of heavy 
metals (Suresh et al., 2012). 
Because of this, in order to evaluate heavy metal pollution in sediments and shellfish, studied 
heavy metals were grouped into Product Contamination Category. This denomination comes 
from the fact that heavy metal pollution is identified as a variable that influences the product 
quality of shellfish aquaculture (Silva et al., 2011; Laing and Spencer, 1997; Silva and Batista, 
2008; Oliveira et al., 2013). Shellfish accumulate heavy metals in their tissues in proportion to 
the degree of environmental contamination, and therefore can raise public health concerns as 
they are consumed as seafood (Cardellicchio et al., 2010)  
Heavy metals studied in the present work are Chromium, Cadmium, Copper, Zinc, Lead and total 
Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbon (tPAH) and are represented in the table below (Table 12), as 
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well as their GIS sources and map type. The selected heavy metals were chosen according to 
their toxicity and availability in sources available online. 
Vale (1986) collected superficial sediment samples to study the presence of the heavy metals 
already mentioned. Because it was only mapped out where the samples were taken, not their 
coordinates, the stations were visually pinpointed using Google Earth Pro. Even though this is 
not the best and most efficient method, the amount of stations made up for the lack of 
coordinates. Torre (2014) PAH values were also used, where EPA’s sixteen were summed 
(tPAHs). 
After being added to ArcGIS, each sampling point was interpolated according to the used mask 
limits. This was done for every indicator displayed in Table 12. 
Table 12: Relevant indicators concerning Product Contamination category for shellfish site selection in the Tagus, 
sources of data used in the MCE (GIS) 
Indicators Data Sources Map type 
Cr 
Data obtained (Cr values, sample station site) in Vale (1986), 







tPAHs Data obtained (tPAH values, sample station site) in Torre (2014) Point 
 
3.3.1.4.1. Indicators 
An exhaustive investigation concerning the toxicity of the selected heavy metals has not been 
carried out for the purposes of this work, as such, the information presented will be kept short 
and simple, focusing on how each pollutant can enter and further contaminate marine 
environments, and shellfish by association (e.g. bioaccumulation and biomagnification), as well 
as possible effects on human health (Table 13).    





Bioaccumulation Biomagnification Effects 
Cra 
Wastewater and 
industrial discharges [1] 
No [2] No [2] 





and river discharges [4] 
Yes [5,6] Inconclusive [7] 
Voming, diarrhea, bone 
damage, muscle pain (i.e. “tai 
tai” disease) [8,9] 
Cu 
e.g. Antifouling paints 











Moderately [15] No [16] 
Abdominal pain, nausea and 







Yes [19] No [20] 
Brain and kidney damage, 




Yes [23] Yes [24] 
Kidney and liver damage, 




(cont.) Table 13: Brief description of Product Contamination indicators 
[1] Berry et al. (2004) [2] Pourahmad et al. (2005) [3] ATSDR (2012) [4] Kennish (1996) 
[5] Frazier (1979) [6] Wu et al. (2013) [7] Croteau et al. (2005) [8] Cravey (1995) 
[9] Godt et al. (2006) [10] Botton et al. (1998) [11] Lewis and Cave (1982) [12] Zeng et al. (2013) 
[13] Kramárová et al. (2005) [14] ATSDR (2005) 
[15] Fukunaga and Anderson 
(2011) 
[16] Gächter and Geiger 
(1979) 
[17] Plum et al. (2010) [18] Tchounwou et al. (2012) 
[19] Pugazhvendan et al. 
(2012) 
[20] Solomon (2008) 
[21] ATSDR (2007) [22] Cheung et al. (2007) [23] Bouloubassi et al. (2006) [24] Takeuchi et al. (2009) 
[25] Rengarajan et al. (2015) 
 
a) carcinogenic b) some compounds are carcinogenic * sum of the concentration of EPA’s 
sixteen (Appendix A) 
 
3.3.2. Stage 2: Elaboration of Suitability and Constraint maps 
The second stage of the MCE represents the elaboration of Category and Constraint Maps (here 
defined as Suitability Maps), based on the thematic maps previously constructed. The stage 2 
stepwise methodology is represented below (Fig. 7). 
 
Fig. 7: GIS methodology used in Stage 2 
AHP – Analytical Hierarchy Process; MRB – Multiple Ring Buffer; B – Buffer; F.O – Fuzzy Overlay; W.O – Weighted 




First of all, Buffers and Multi-Ring Buffers were applied to several thematic maps, in order to 
define unsuitable areas (for Spatial Constraints) or to define distances with different importance 
concerning the site selection (Production Category). The next step was to convert all the 
thematic maps to raster format, and then reclassify each map to a common scale, based on 
literature. 
Afterwards, relative weights for each indicator were calculated by means of an AHP and then 
grouped up by respective category using a Weighted Overlay GIS technique.  
3.3.2.1. Application of Buffers and Multiple Ring Buffers 
Buffers were applied only to indicators concerning of both Production Category and Spatial 
Constraints. Although this was briefly reported in Stage 1, it will be more thoroughly explained 
why several thematic maps were buffered (Table 14). All buffers and Multiple Ring Buffers were 
done in accordance to the reclassification values (1-4) found in literature, and are represented 
in Table 15 (Suitability Sources). All created buffers were afterwards converted to raster format. 
Table 14: Justification for the buffering of some Spatial Constraints and Production Category 
Spatial Constraints 
Industry 
In the consulted bibliography, there were no references to suitable distances regarding industries 
in an aquaculture context. Therefore, it was chosen a distance from 1.5 km from the identified 
industries in the respective thematic map.  
Future studies should assess the impact of industrial discharges in the estuary, in accordance to 
the type of pollutant, respective quantity and its interaction to either water or sediment, and 
hydrodynamic conditions throughout the year; also, it is recommended that the compliance of 
best management practices of the existing industries should be analyzed.  
Beaches 
To avoid human perturbances and possible theft situations, it was applied a buffer of 500 m to 
the identified coastal and interior beaches identified in the respective thematic map (Dapueto et 
al., 2015). 
This is a troublesome topic as the interior beaches are not identified as suitable for bathing 
season, which ideally would mean that fewer people would use them for recreative activities and 
thus those same beaches could be included in this study for shellfish aquaculture. However, this 
is not the case and so safety buffers were applied. 
Navigational 
terminals 
Suitable sites for shellfish aquaculture should not impede access to any navigational terminal, 
mooring bay or impede navigation within the estuary. Therefore, the use of a safety buffer 
(200m) (Maritime New Zealand, 2005) was required, although, as defined by bathymetry, 
suitable areas should be within intertidal range, and so there should not be any conflict with 
existing navigational terminals. 
WWTP 
A safety distance of 750m was placed, in order to avoid pollution from discharge points into the 
estuary itself. Suitable distances for Wastewater Treatment Plants were not identified in the 
consulted bibliography, although Dapueto et al. (2015) have established a buffering function as 
function of sewage pipes: something similar could be done in the Tagus, according to the size of 
each WWTP and population it serves.  
Production indicators 
Local markets 
Local Markets should be sufficiently close to shellfish farms, to reduce transport costs. Markets 
buffer values were taken from Giap et al. (2005) and Hossain et al. (2008). 
Because of the proximity to Lisbon and its suburbs and their placement within the coastline, a 
distance until 4 km was deemed as suitable (less than 2 km being the optimum). An unsuitable 
reclassification value was not attributed to this factor since it was not considered as having any 
relevant impact in the site selection. 
Port 
Piers or Port are important infrastructures since they enable boat transportation of both product 
and people, allowing the access to otherwise unreachable areas. Used buffer values were based 
on Lin (2010), although they were adapted according to the used suitability scale and studied 
areas (this will be more talked in more detail further in this work). Less than 4 km was considered 
as the optimum for the estuary, although for a smaller scale studies a lower distance can be used.  
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(cont.) Table 14: Justification for the buffering of some Spatial Constraints and Production Category 
Production indicators 
Port 
More than 8 km was considered as unsuitable, because crossing between both margins was not 
considered. 
Roads 
Buffers related to Distance to major roads were adapted from Hossain et al. (2008), Falconer et 
al. (2016) and Giap et al. (2008). Road buffering was used in the urban areas context, as long 
distances and bad roads make e.g. rural aquaculture difficult (Edwards et al., 2012), and may limit 
the transportation of the harvested product by car, either to be sold at local markets or for 
relaying areas. 
Urban Areas 
Urban areas correspond to possible human labour, namely to existing fishing communities in 
areas near the estuary, such as Barreiro, Alcochete, Trafaria, Póvoa de Santa Iria and Montijo 
(Cunha, 2012). Because of this, ideally, shellfish farms should be as close as possible to urban 
areas, albeit far enough to not cause visual impacts and human perturbances (Aguilar-Manjarrez 
et al., 2017). Urban areas reclassification values were obtained from Falconer et al. (2016). 
 
3.3.2.2. Reclassification 
Before proceeding to the next step, all thematic maps were converted to raster format: this 
means all the buffered and non-buffered layers. The reclassification of each Category and Spatial 
Constraint (Table 15), was obtained from the literature. Indicators were reclassified to a 
common scale of 1 to 4 (1 – Unsuitable; 2 – Moderately Suitable; 3 – Suitable; 4 – Highly Suitable) 
(FAO, 1976): 
• Unsuitable (1): It is either greater or lesser than the identified thresholds in literature, 
which deems unsuitable either the growth of the clams, the quality of seafood inherent 
or even the environment itself. 
• Moderately Suitable (2): The reclassified values are within the threshold scale, although 
far from optimum. Requires costly investments. 
• Suitable (3): Provides good conditions for shellfish aquaculture in the study area, 
meaning that the reclassified values are within a range considered good for growth 
(Production), are at a reasonably good distance from needed infrastructures and labour, 
even though heavy metal pollution is not confirmed to exist. 
• Highly Suitable (4): Ideal for the establishment of shellfish aquaculture, gathering the 
best conditions for growth, with heavy metal concentration having next to minimal 
environmental impact (and hence, on the shellfish) and are at an enough distance to be 
near facilities and labour, but not close enough to allow human disturbances. 
However, the reclassification scale considered for Spatial Constraints uses a Boolean logic (0 – 
Unsuitable or 1 – Suitable) (Eastman, 1999), in order to map the maximum possible area that 
does not have human, legal or pollution disturbances. Hence: 
• Unsuitable (0): A thematic map is identified as unsuitable if its use might negatively 
impact shellfish aquaculture, because any of the reasons given in the paragraph above 
and therefore screening out all the selected unsuitable areas. Concerning the combined 
constraint map, it uses a fuzzy overlay technique, so an unsuitable area in this map 
means that at least one of the individual constraint maps are deemed unsuitable. 
• Suitable (1): Suitable areas in this context correspond to the maximum possible area on 
which shellfish aquaculture practices are possible and no impacts were identified. 
Reclassification of environmental and production indicators was based on values found in the 
literature, with the goal of studying the sites with sufficient conditions for the optimal growth. 
The Winshell software was used to reclassify both chlorophyll and POM. Winshell is a shellfish 
model to determine the individual shellfish growth for oysters, clams and mussels and it is 
designed for shellfish farmers and water managers, in order to determine how an animal will 
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grow in a certain area, on the basis of food availability and environmental conditions in coastal 
and estuarine areas. 
Table 15: Reclassification table of the Categories and respective indicators. as well as the Spatial Constraints.  
 Suitability Values  
Variable Unit Data Range 
Data 
Source 




Temperature  ºC 14 – 21.2 1 < 14 - 14 – 20 20 - 22 5, 6, 7 
DO  mg L-1 5.9 – 7.8 1 < 5 - 5 – 7 7 – 9.5 8, 9 
Salinity  mg L-1 9.9 - 36 1 < 20 20 – 24 30 – 36 24 – 30 8, 10 
TPM  mg L-1 5 - 117 1 
<10; 
> 350 
10 – 100; 





Chl µg L-1 1.1 - 15 1 < 4.35 4.35 – 5.71 5.71 – 7 > 7 
Calculated 
POM  mg L-1 0.22 – 7.8 1 < 2.64 2.64 – 4.5 4.5 – 5.1 > 5.1 
Production 
Distance to major roads  km - - - - > 1.5 1.5 – 1 1 – 0.5 < 0.5 12, 13, 14 
Distance to urban areas km - - - - 
< 0.5; 
> 8 
4 – 8 2 – 4 < 2 12, 15 
Distance to port km - - - - > 8 6 – 8 4 – 6 0 – 4 15 
Distance to local markets km - - - - - > 4 2 – 4 < 2 13, 14 
Product Contamination 
Cu in the sediment ppm 5 - 291 2 > 108 18.7 – 108 - < 18,7 16, 17 
Cd in the sediment ppm 0.2 – 5.4 2 > 4.21 0.68 – 4.21 - < 0,68 16, 17 
Cr in the sediment ppm 7 - 148 2 > 160 52.3 – 160 - < 52,3 16, 17 
Pb in the sediment ppm 32 - 2478 2 > 112 30.2 – 112 - < 30,2 16, 17 
Zn in the sediment  ppm 26 - 1310 2 > 271 124 – 271 - < 124 16, 17 
TPAHs in the sediment  ppb 17 - 1270 3, 4 > 650 150 – 650 - < 150 16, 17, 18 




Salt works - Exclusion 19 
Distance to beaches  m < 500 20 
Military areas  m < 150 n/a 
Salt marshes - Exclusion 19 
TPA - Exclusion 19 
Natura 2000 - * 19 
Distance to Industry  km < 1.5 n/a 
Distance to Navigational 
terminals  
m < 200 21 
Distance to WWTP m < 750 n/a 
Bathymetry  m 
< - 2 & 
> - 0.83 
22 
Current speed m s-1 
< 0.3 & 
> 1 
22 
*Not considered for the Spatial Constraints final thematic map 
 
  
[1] BarcaWin2000 Database [2] Vale (1989) [3] Serafim et al. (2014) [4] Torre (2014) 
[5] Sladonja et al. (2011) [6] Malouf and Bricelk (1989) [7] Shpigel and Fridman (1989) [8] Weber et al. (2008) 
[9] Best et al. (2007) [10] Chew (1989) [11] Kang et al. (2016) [12] Falconer et al. (2016) 
[13] Giap et al. (2005) [14] Hossain et al. (2008) [15] Lin (2010) [16] Dimitrakakis et al. (2014) 
[17] Long and Morgan (1991) [18] Torre (2014) [19] Hidroprojecto (2007) [20] Dapueto et al. (2015) 
[21] Maritime Safety Authority of 






[22] Vincenzi et al. (2006)  
3.3.2.2.1. Spatial Constraints 
Spatial Constraints reclassification can be divided into unsuitable areas by exclusion, by creating 
a safety buffer or due to best practice management. Excluded areas, such as salt works, salt 
marshes or total protection areas are all highly sensitive areas in which aquaculture could have 
a negative impact and are restricted by law. Not all safety buffers were found in the literature, 
namely for WWTP and industry discharges (see table 14). Culture management practices were 
reclassified according to the type of used aquaculture (extensive) and its applied area, in the 
intertidal areas. 
Bathymetry reclassification suitable range (0.83 to 2m) was adapted from the literature, which 
was between 0 and 1 (Vincenzi et al., 2006; Toba et al., 1992), by incorporating the calculated 
monthly average for the registered lowest low tide of 2016 (Porto de Lisboa, 2016). This was 
done to ensure that cultivated clams are not exposed to the air for long periods of time, as low 
tides were only equal or superior to 1 m in two months in 2016 (Appendix A). 
3.3.2.2.2. Production Category 
It was found reclassification values for all of Production indicators, besides Distance to Port. 
Distance to Port reclassification values were adapted from Lin (2010) “GIS-based Multi-Criteria 
Analysis for Aquaculture Site Selection”, on which it is selected a different suitability level than 
in the present work: 8 vs 4 levels, subsequently affecting the distance of each level. Therefore, 
there was a need to adapt Lin (2010) values.  
3.3.2.2.3. Environmental Category 
There are plenty of sources concerning optimal values and survival thresholds for Manila clams 
growth for temperature (Shean, 2011; Malouf and Bricelj, 1989; Chew, 1988; Shpigel and 
Fridman, 1990; Mann, 1979; Sladonja et al., 2011), salinity (Chew, 1989; Weber et al., 2008), 
dissolved oxygen (Weber et al., 200): temperature reclassification value of 1 (unsuitable) is due 
to 14 ºC being the lower threshold of larvae’s thermal tolerance (Malouf and Bricelk, 1989) and 
It is within the range of values for good growth, spawning and low mortality (13 – 23 ºC) (Shpigel 
and Fridman, 1990). Optimal temperature, as reported by Sladonja et al. (2011) is between 20 
and 22 ºC. Salinity and Dissolved Oxygen reclassification values were given by Prof. João Gomes 
Ferreira. 
Total suspended matter (TPM) was more difficult to find and generally seems less studied, 
however, Kang et al., (2016) reported an optimal growth between TPM values of 100 – 200 mg 
L-1. Food availability (Chlorophyll a and POM) information was also very scarce and hard to find. 
Chlorophyll a (Chl) optimal values for Manila clam were not clear in any work found, although 
Barillari et al. (1990) as reported In Vincenzi et al. (2006), assumed an optimal concentration of 
2 to 11 mg L-1 of Chl for clam farming. Barillari et al. (1990) could not be found, in order to 
understand their work. POM values were not found specifically for Manila clam nor any species 
of hard clam.  
So, to understand how Chl and POM affect growth, it was used Winshell software. Winshell is a 
shellfish model to determine the individual shellfish growth for oysters, clams and mussels and 
it is designed for shellfish farmers and water managers, in order to determine how an animal 
will grow in a certain area, on the basis of food availability and environmental conditions in 
coastal and estuarine areas (Longline, 2017a). Winshell was applied to Manila clam. 
3.3.2.2.4. Food Sources (Chl and POM reclassification 
Winshell’s initial drivers were temperature, salinity, Chl, POM (and TPM were the default values 
were used for temperature, salinity and TPM. Default model specs were used (Day 1; Runtime 
365 days; 1 animal; 1 m3), as well as seed size (0.65 TFW g).  
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Winshell gives as output live weight (g) and length (cm) at harvest. Length size is useful for the 
reclassification, as according to Regulation (EC) No. 850/98, 40 mm is the minimal harvest size 
for the Manila clam.  Only Chl and POM values obtained for the estuary were used, ranging from 
0.2 to 7.8 mg L-1 and 1 to 14 μg L-1, respectively. 
This specific methodology can be divided into two different steps: live weight study concerning 
each variable and definition of reclassification scales. 
3.3.2.2.4.1. Part One: Live Weight study 
The predefined values for both variables are here defined as “sensitivity scale”, because in order 
to study one variable, each selected value for the other one is predefined.  
POM’s sensitivity scale consists of 0.2, 1, 3, 
5, 7 and 7.8 mg L-1, while Chl’s 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 
11, 13 and 14 μg L-1. After both sensitivity 
scales were defined, the next step was to 
study each variable. The first one to be 
studied was POM: for each Chl value was 
studied every POM value and respective 
outputs (live weight). Fig. 8 exemplifies 
what was previously mentioned for only 3 
POM values (0.2, 1 and 3 mg L-1), although 
it continued until it reached 7.8 mg L-1. 
Afterwards, Chl’s next value defined in the 
sensitivity scale (3 μg L-1) was studied until 
it has reached 13 μg L-1. The same was also 
done for Chl. 
All results were plotted as xy graphs, where 
x was either POM or Chl (depending on 
which one was being studied) and y was the 
live weight (g) (Fig. 9, 10). The graphics will 
be used for the reclassification, which will 
be based primarily on the live weight. 
 Fig. 8: Winshell’s setup, in order to study POM and live 
weight to a predefined Chl value (1 μg L-1) 
 






























Fig. 10: Chl sensitivity study 
3.3.2.2.4.2. Part Two: Reclassification 
The reclassification was based on the same scale already used: 1 (unsuitable) to 4 (Highly 
Suitable) (Table 16). Shell length is also a Winshell output, given with live weight and therefore 
was experimentally obtained. The live weights related to a length of 4 cm were used for the 
reclassification (LWS4). 
Afterwards, it was assigned two live weights for suitability levels 2 and 3: 50 and 85g, 
respectively. Both values were also obtained experimentally using Winshell for each variable 
and sensitivity scale values. 
Both live weights were assigned by the author, since no studies were found, thus utilization of 
the said values in other works should be done with cautious. The table below (Table 16) 
represents the suitability scale applied according to live weight, and subsequently to POM and 
Chl. 
Table 16: Used suitability scale, based on Winshell’s live weight output, for POM and Chl 
Scale Live Weight (g) POM (mg L-1) Chl (μg L-1) 
1 LWS4 < 2.64 < 4.35 
2 LWS4 – 50  4.50 5.71 
3 50 – 85  5.10 7 
4 > 85  > 5.10 >7 
 
3.3.2.2.5. Product Contamination Category 
Heavy metals were reclassified according to Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment 
(2001) and Dimitrakakis et al. (2014). The use of Sediment Quality Guidelines (SQG) is a common 
practice for evaluating the sediment contamination of an area (e.g. Violintzis et al., 2009). 
Canadian Guideline sets two different values: TEL (Threshold Effect Level and PEL (Probable 
Effect Level), with TEL representing the lower range values, below which adverse effects upon 
living organisms are not likely to occur. PEL represents concentrations which are strongly 
affiliated with the appearance of adverse effects to aquatic organisms (Long et al., 1995; 
MacDonald et al., 1996). TEL and PEL indicators use the geometric mean of both the 10 and 50 
% of concentration values that create or not adverse biological effects (Violintzis et al., 2009). 
Canadian SQGs were chosen instead of USA’s (e.g Dimitrakakis et al., 2014): ERL/ERM indicators 
use the 10 and 50 % of metal concentrations that create adverse effects to benthic organisms; 



























Since the reclassification is based only on two different values, TEL and PEL, it was done in a 
different way (Table 17). 
Table 17: Justification for the chosen reclassification values for TEL. TEL-PEL and PEL range of values 
Range of 
Values (TEL 




< TEL 4 
Below TEL, adverse effects on living organisms are not likely to occur (e.g. Long and 
Morgan, 1991). Hence, it was given a reclassification value of 4. 
TEL – PEL 2 
The chosen reclassification values can be the most controversial, since it is the middle 
range of both TEL and PEL. And while below TEL is 4 and above PEL is 1, TEL-PEL could 
be either 3 (suitable) or 2 (moderately suitable). So, based on only the reclassification 
values and the uncertainty associated, TEL-PEL will be reclassified as Moderately 
Suitable, in order to avoid possible contamination points otherwise thought as safe.  
> PEL 1 
PEL represents concentrations are strongly linked with the appearance of adverse 
effects to aquatic organisms. For that reason, it was given a reclassification value of 
1, as such areas are unsuitable for shellfish production, since are most likely 
contaminated. 
 
3.3.2.3. Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP)  
In this work, the AHP is divided in two different parts, although both use the principles inherent 
to AHP. The first part focused on the Category and respective indicators and their weight. Part 
Two, presented in Stage 3 of this MCE is going to focus only on the three categories and their 
relative weight as to create a final suitability map, which combines the three category maps, as 
well as the Constraint Map. In the AHP methodology, criteria can be applied to both categories 
and indicators. 
In short, AHP is a useful tool to decompose a problem into several different criteria, making it 
easier to understand and evaluate. To achieve this, AHP uses a series of pairwise comparisons 
between criteria and subcriteria, allowing the calculation of the respective relative weights, in 
accordance to the importance given by the decision-maker: a higher weight means a higher 
relative importance. Afterwards, the AHP also allows the validation of the consistency of the 
used evaluations, reducing the bias in the process (Bhusan and Rai, 2004). 
The methodology developed for AHP can be thoroughly consulted in the bibliography (Saaty, 
1980, 2008) and a brief version is displayed in Appendix B, taken from Bhusan and Rai (2004), 
that gives a step-to-step methodology. 
3.3.2.3.1. Production indicators 
The pairwise comparison between production indicators was based on their relative 
importance: Distance to port was considered the most important factor, seeing that it provides 
fishermen accessibility and transportation to and from the estuary. Urban areas were then used 
to represent fishing communities and labour. Local markets were considered as the third most 
important factor, as a distribution point: closer markets means lower transportation costs. The 
final factor was major roads: although roads are important for transportation of either people 
and product, the reasoning for being considered the less important was the fact that the estuary 
is located near Lisbon Metropolitan Area and its suburbs, which are near the estuarine coastline 
and thus, road access is available. Distance to major roads focuses mostly on the accessibility 
for fishermen to go to the farms and then retrieve some of the harvested product by car, either 
for selling or relaying.  
The AHP was then filled and it is represented below (Table 18). The achieved Consistency Ratio 
was lower than 10% (3.69). 
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1 3 5 7 0.57 
Distance to 
Urban Areas 
1/3 1 3 9/2 0.26 
Distance to 
Local Markets 
1/5 1/3 1 2 0.11 
Distance to 
Major Roads 
1/7 2/9 1/2 1 0.06 
Consistency Ratio (CR) = 3.7  
 
3.3.2.3.2. Environmental indicators 
Environmental indicators were considered as having equal importance (16.67% each) because 
all can influence the quality of the product and its growth: i) if DO levels are below 5 mg L-1, adult 
clams can not maintain aerobic respiration, using the anaerobic metabolism that converts fuel 
reserves to energy with a much reduced efficiency (Weber et al., 2008); ii) exterior temperature 
regulates clams body temperature: decreasing water temperature reduces the metabolic rate, 
affecting both growth and reproduction (Weber et al., 2008); iii) below salinity levels of 15 psu, 
studies have revealed mortalities for both juvenile and adult clams (e.g. Elston et al., 2003; 
Coughlan et al., 2009); iv) POM and Chl are considered as food sources, therefore they can 
regulate growth and TPM encompasses both organic and inorganic matter, ultimately 
influencing available food sources (Secrist, 2013).  
Food availability may also be affected by macroalgal growth, as dense blooms can occur on 
predator exclusion nets in hard clam aquaculture settings (Secrist, 2013), although no toxic 
blooms have been observed in the estuary, over 20 years (Ferreira et al., 2003). 
Because of this, AHP was not used for the calculated weights of Environmental indicators 
weights. 
 
3.3.2.3.3. Product Contamination indicators 
The AHP concerning Product Contamination indicators was based off Priority List of Hazardous 
Substances (ATSDR, 2015), developed by ATSDR (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease 
Registry Division of Toxicology and Human Health Sciences) and EPA (Environmental Protection 
Agency). A Substance Priority List consists of arranging, in order of priority, substances that are 
most commonly found at facilities on the National Priorities List (NPL) and which are determined 
to pose the most significant potential threat to human health due to their known or suspected 
toxicity and potential for human exposure at these NPL sites (ATSDR, 2015).  
The methodology used to define each pairwise comparison is explained below: 
1- Each heavy metal studied in NPL was identified: Pb was the most dangerous at no. 2, 
and Cu was the least dangerous, at no. 118; 
2- A working range of 118 was established, and was divided by the number of AHP’s 
maximum scale (9), giving nine equal ranges of values (Table 19) – Normalized scale. 
Each range of values corresponding to a normalized scale number has a fixed 
importance, meaning that: since Pb (2), Cd (7) and tPAHs (9) are within the normalized 




Table 19: Normalized scale for AHP for each of the heavy metals used 
Normalized scale (NC) SPL range of values Heavy Metals on SPP 
1 1 – 13 Pb, Cd and tPAHs 
2 14 – 27  
3 28 – 41 
4 42 – 55 
5 56 – 69 
6 70 – 83 Zn and Cr 
7 84 – 97  
8 97 – 110 
9 110 – 118 Cu 
 
3- Normalized scale was then used in the pairwise comparison, following the criterion 
example (J and K) (Annex B).  
 ΔPCJK= NCJ – NCK  (7) 
4- Then, according to ΔPCJK principle, the matrix was filled (represented in the table below, 
Table 20). If both NC values are equal then the difference is set to 1. 
Table 20: AHP concerning Product Contamination’s indicators 
 
Pb Cd tPAHs Zn Cr Cu Weight 
Pb 1 1 1 5 5 8 0.28 
Cd 1 1 1 5 5 8 0.28 
tPAHs 1 1 1 5 5 8 0.28 
Zn 1/5 1/5 1/5 1 1 3 0.06 
Cr 1/5 1/5 1/5 1 1 3 0.06 
Cu 1/8 1/8 1/8 1/3 1/3 1 0.04 
Consistency Ratio (CR) = 1.5 
 
Finally, Consistency Ratio of 1.55 % was calculated, which is below Saaty’s 10% recommended 
Consistency Ratio (Saaty, 1980). 
3.3.2.4. Weighted and Fuzzy Overlaying Techniques 
After Part One of the AHP was done and weights were obtained, each final category suitability 
map was created using a GIS-based weighted linear combination (WLC); meanwhile, final Spatial 
Constraints thematic map was obtained by applying a fuzzy overlay technique (‘AND’ operator). 
The weighted linear combination for suitability calculation for each indicator was already 
explained in Chapter 2.7.2 (Multi-Criteria Evaluation), although the equation used for this step 
is different, based on Malczewski (2006), since the obtained suitability corresponds to each 
indicator and not the final suitability map: 
 




Where according to Malczewski (2006): 
s = suitability for each indicator 
 wj = normalized weight for each indicator, such that ∑ wj = 1, calculated by means of AHP 
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 rij = category transformed into the used suitability scale (1,.…., 4), expressed in the 
reclassification table 
 
This was done using Spatial Analyst Tool, Weighted Overlay, in ArcGIS, for all indicators within 
each category, in order to create the respective final thematic maps.  
For Spatial Constraints final thematic map, it was used Boolean logic principles with Fuzzy 
Overlay. After their reclassification to Boolean logic (either Suitable or Unsuitable) (Eastman, 
1999; Mesgari et al., 2008), each spatial constraint thematic map was combined using Fuzzy 
Overlay Tool, using ‘And’ operator, which returns the minimum value of the sets the cell location 
belongs to. 
3.3.3. Stage 3: Site Selection based on Suitability map 
Stage 3 of this MCE focuses on obtaining the weight for each category, by means of an AHP (Part 
II). Afterwards, a GIS-based Weighted Overlay was applied, as well as a constraint map related 
to the Spatial Constraints, on which shellfish aquaculture may be implemented. 
3.3.3.1. AHP – Part Two 
Part two of the AHP is based on the three categories and has similar principles to Part One’s: 
pairwise comparison between the categories, in order to calculate their respective relative 
weight (Fig. 11; Table 21). 
 
Fig. 11: Stage 3 used methodology for obtaining the final site selection map for shellfish aquaculture; W.O – 
Weighted Overlay 
Product Contamination category evaluates anthropogenic points of pollution within the Tagus 
Estuary that influence the quality of the shellfish harvesting and production areas (Oliveira et 
al., 2013; Laing and Spencer, 1997; Silva and Batista, 2008), and was considered to be the less 
important, as it is the easiest one to avoid or minimize: shellfish aquaculture siting just has to 
avoid contaminated areas. Environmental category is essential to extensive aquaculture, as no 
inputs are required (e.g. food sources), thus clams only depend on external variables.  
Production category was identified as the most important category, as it assesses where are the 
infrastructures upon which aquaculture practices depend, such as roads or piers. Both are very 
important for an efficient transportation of fishermen and harvested products, as well as to 
reduce transportation costs; local markets, where the harvested product can be sold and urban 
areas, which evaluates where possible human labour lives. The present AHP is valid according 
to Saaty (1980) Consistency Ratio constraint. 
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Table 21: AHP concerning the all identified categories 
 
Production Environmental Product Contamination Weight 
Production 1 2 3 0.49 
Environmental 1/2 1 3/2 0.37 
Product Contamination 1/3 2/3 1 0.14 
Consistency Ratio (CR) = 1.8 
 
3.3.3.2. Final Site Selection thematic map 
The final step involving GIS tools is the application of a weighted linear combination (WLC) 
equation, otherwise define as Weighted Overlay, and then the result can be intersected by the 
product of the Boolean constraints (Eastman, 1999), by following Eq. (5): 
 S =  ∑ wiXi ∗ ∏ Cj (5) 
 
where S = Suitability 
             wi = weight assigned to factor i 
             Xi = category score of factor i  
             Cj = constraint j  
However, Eq. (5) can be divided into two different parts, where the first one focus on the 
multiplication of each category to its relative weight and the second one adds the Boolean 
multiplication (0 to the unsuitable areas and 1 to the suitable ones).  
Since all Spatial Constraints were mixed together using a Fuzzy Overlay, the second part is not 
exactly as defined in the equation, and can be rewritten as, Eq. (6): 
 S =  ∑ wiXi ∗ SC (6) 
 
Where SC = Fuzzy Overlay of all identified Spatial Constraints 
By applying this by means of GIS tools, S is equivalent to the final site selection map to ArcGIS 
output. 
Equation 1 can be divided in two different parts, as already mentioned: 
       s = ∑ wiXi   , gives as output s (final suitability thematic map) 
       S = s.SC    , gives as output S (site selection thematic map) 
 
3.3.4. Stage 4: Dynamic modelling using a farm scale model (FARM) 
Stage 4 focuses on the application of the FARM model (see Chapter 2.8) on the site selection 
thematic map obtained by means of a GIS based MCE (Steps 1-3).  
FARM could be applied to any area within the site selection thematic map with a suitability score 
of either 3 (Suitable) or 4 (Highly Suitable), since those are associated with less polluted areas 
(i.e. heavy metal pollution), gather the best environmental conditions for growth and generally 
are less resource intensive (i.e. require the least investment when compared to unsuitable or 
moderately suitable areas). 
39 
 
This way, the first step was to identify possible areas to establish as conceptual for farms. 
Shumway (2011) defines a farm as an integrated production unit, subjected to specific pressures 
and associated impacts. The dimensions for each farm and the number of sections were 
selected, although the total area should not exceed 5000 m2 per farm (Ferreira et al., 2007). 
In order to gain access to 
environmental required for 
modelling Manila clam growth 
in FARM, two different B2K 
stations (#2.0 and #3.0, Fig. 12) 
were selected: DO, salinity, 
temperature, Chl, POM, TPM 
and dissolved inorganic 
nitrogen (DIN). Monthly 
averages were calculated for 
each station, and modelled for a 
395 days culture period. Only 
superficial samples taken from 
a depth of 0.5 m were 
considered and used in the 
calculations, due to the type of 
culture (intertidal).  
 
Fig. 12: Location of both B2K stations 
In addition, each station was divided according to both types of tides: neap and spring tides, to 
evaluate their potential impact when compared to the median values for both concept farms. 
Environmental data for both concept farms are displayed in Appendix D. Average values 
calculated for each station do not add to the ones calculated from spring and neap tides, since 
some samples did not have the proper identification concerning the type of tide. 
Other data was also required (Table 22), namely peak current at both spring and neap tide; 
spring and neap tidal ranges. Mortality was assumed to be 35%. Semi-diurnal tide was also used. 
Seed cost per kg and sale price per kg values were the default ones, as well as for seed and 
harvest weight. Biodeposition was not considered. 
Table 22: FARM drivers for each concept farm and respective type of tide 
 Concept farm A Concept farm B 
FARM drivers Spring Neap Average Spring Neap Average 
Length (m) 160 180 
Width (m) 25 25 
Total area (m2) 4,000 4,500 
depth (m) 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.5 1.5 1.5 
No. sections 2 3 
Peak current at spring tide (m s-1) * 1.25   1.48 
Peak current at neap tide (m s-1) *  0.35 0.42 
Spring tidal range (m) * 3.9 3.5 3.7 4.2 3.8 4.0 
Neap tidal range (m) * 0.9 1.3 1.1 0.9 1.2 1.0 
Mid-tide height above datum (m) 1.4 1.3 1.3 1.1 1.1 1.1 
* Adapted from Neves (2010) 
 
The model was simulated for bottom (intertidal) culture for a stocking density of 100 and 300 
ind m-2, in contemplation of assessing the influence on the final economic outputs, and applied 
to the Manila clam. 
FARM outputs were highlighted in Chapter 2.8 (see also Ferreira et al., 2007). In this work, an 
adapted version of FARM was used to estimate production and return on investment of the 
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cultivated population, expressed as Total Physical Product (TPP) and Average Physical Product 
(APP), a proxy for return on investment (Ferreira et al., 2007) and evaluates environmental 
externalities by calculating carbon removal for food assimilated by the clams , from the energy 
balance; Carbon is then converted to nitrogen according to Redfield ratio and then to 
populations equivalent (PEQ), which according to EPA’s water quality trading (EPA, 2013), may 
also have an economic value associated.  
In order to upscale production, a simple equation was developed to calculate the Gross 
Economic Value (GEV) based on each concept farm’s harvesting production, Eq. (7): 
 
GEV =  
0.005 TA
FA
. Fev (7) 
where: 
TA – Location total area (should be > 5 km2) 
FA – Concept farm total area (should be < 5000 m2) 
FEV – Concept farm associated production economic value  
 
The rationale behind FARM’s upscale production is that a small percentage of a studied 
location’s total area is selected (0.5%); afterwards, the calculated area is divided according to 
the concept farm’s area (farm equivalent) and then multiplied by the harvest economic value 
related. Gev is merely indicative, as most likely it is an overestimation from the actual values of 






















4. Results and discussion 
Thematic maps and respective GIS data processing are shown in the following order: 
1) Stage 1 + Stage 2: Thematic maps created in stage 1; creationg of buffers and the 
reclassification was done in stage 2, according to the sequence: Spatial Constraints, 
Production, Environmental and Product Contamination; 
2) Stage 3: Site selection thematic map, calculated from weighting each category and 
masked afterwards, using the final Spatial Constraints map; 
3) Stage 4: FARM outputs obtained for each selected site; 
In this Chapter, every thematic map used thought to be able to influence the site selection for 
shellfish aquaculture is displayed and commented, in order to answer Chapter 1 “Introduction” 
questions relative to the feasibility of shellfish aquaculture in the Tagus Estuary 
All GIS-based thematic maps were exported with a resolution of 600 dpi and color mode of 24-
bit True Color. All the data used for thematic map creation are displayed in “Appendix A” (Stage 
1). 
4.1. Stage 1 + Stage 2 
In Stage 1 + Stage 2, the created maps for each category and spatial constraints are displayed in 
the following order: all left images correspond to thematic maps, with all the right images 
representing the respective reclassification maps. Also, only the most relevant individual spatial 
constraints thematic maps are displayed (i.e. bathymetry, current speed, TPA, salt marshes, 
distance to industry and WWTP), and were selected based on, i) total area occupied, and ii) 
relevance, i.e. culture practices, pollution sources and legal requirements were prioritized. The 
remaining maps are displayed in Appendix D. 
4.1.1. Spatial Constraints 
4.1.1.1. Bathymetry 
Bathymetry thematic map (Fig. 13) shows the navigational channels that allow fishermen to 
navigate in the estuary using boats, to areas otherwise impossible to access (either by foot or 
road). This is essential to shellfish aquaculture in Tagus, especially in the eastern part, above 
Alcochete (1,2 and 3), which is less accessible in general and the area is mostly intertidal.  
 
Fig. 13: Bathymetry thematic map (left pane) and its reclassification map (right pane). Numbers 1-5 represent the 




Bathymetry reclassification was based on the type of culture practiced (intertidal), where 
suitable areas must be between -0.83 and -2 m according to the scale used in the bathymetry 
thematic map. A different type of culture used would mean different reclassification values, 
which would influence differently the final outcome. Therefore, bathymetry, as well as current 
speed, are considered as being key factors in the definition of culture practices. 
Bathymetry is also identified as a major spatial constraint in the estuary, as the only considered 
suitable areas were the intertidal flats. Because of the type of Fuzzy Overlay used (“AND” 
operator) for the creation of the final Spatial Constraints thematic map, if one area is deemed 
as unsuitable at least by one thematic map, then shellfish aquaculture is not possible in that 
particular area.  
Because of this, only intertidal areas will be considered for the suitability analysis. The remaining 
identified spatial constraints will then only have influence within intertidal areas. A more 
detailed analysis will be done in the final Spatial Constraints thematic map. 
4.1.1.2. Current speed 
Current speed thematic map shows a small variation of current velocity in the estuary. A major 
limitation highlighted is the fact that only four stations were available for the median 
calculations, which can have profound effects on the current speed values. According to 
MARETEC (2000), the average current speed is approximately 1 m s-1: the highest values are near 
the main channel (1) and can reach 2.5 m s-1 in neap tides.  
Since the values used for the reclassification were between 0.3 – 1 m s-1, with more stations the 
obtained values would probably be higher and unsuitable areas would be found near the main 
channel (1). This ultimately would have no effect on the final Spatial Constraints thematic map 
since bathymetry already identified those areas as unsuitable. 
4.1.1.3. Military areas 
Military areas were considered as unsuitable and it was established a safety distance of 150 m, 
as to avoid possible human disturbances, which was confirmed afterwards by a spokesman’s of 
Montijo’s Air Base No. 6 (4) to be enough. The decision to try to contact the mentioned Air Base 
was to investigate whether nearby areas would be safe for aquaculture practices, since 
according to Cunha (2012) clam samples, that area had clam densities higher than 100 
individuals/m2. 





Identified military areas in the right margin (Fig. 15), near Lisbon (3), were considered as having 
no impact whatsoever, since they are very close to the estuary’s mouth, which it is a very used 
navigational channel. The military area near Trancão river (2) was not considered as having 
physical impact on itself, although it might have impacts on the discharges to the river, which 
will be accounted for in the Distance to Industry thematic map. The same could be said to 
military areas near Póvoa de Stª Iria and Vila Franca de Xira (1), since those are known to be 
heavily industrialized areas and are deemed as unsuitable in Distance to Industry. 
4.1.1.4. Distance to WWTP 
The area near Trancão river (1) receives external inputs from three different Wastewater 
Treatment Plans: Beirolas, S. João da Talha and Frielas (Saraiva, 2001). Of all identified WWTP, 
further studies regarding Alcochete, Montijo and Barreiro (2, 3 and 4, respectively) must be done 
to ensure that they do not contaminate (e.g. faecal coliforms) possible shellfish farming areas 
 
 
Fig. 15: Identified military areas (left pane) and their reclassification map (Distance to Military Areas) (right pane). 
1 – Póvoa de Stª Iria and Vila Franca de Xira; 2 – Trancão river; 3 – Lisbon; 4 - Montijo’s Air Base No. 6  
 
Fig. 16: Identified WWTP’s discharge points in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane) 




4.1.1.5. Distance to Industry 
Industries were a major concern and considered as a key aspect in the definition of the final 
Spatial Constraints thematic map, since they can contaminate the shellfish and thus, worsen the 
quality of the product.  
As previously mentioned, the estuary is heavily industrialized, namely in Barreiro (1) and Póvoa 
de Stª Iria-Vila Franca de Xira section (2), even though both Seixal (3) and Montijo’s (4) bay also 
have shown significant areas concerning industry uses. The right margin was already deemed as 
unsuitable by bathymetry, apart from the area below Mouchão da Póvoa (5), which is now also 
undermined. Aquaculture practices within the vicinities of the Seixal bay were also impeded; the 
same happened to most of the Montijo’s bay. 
Future studies need to: i) properly establish a safety distance from industry areas that ensures 
the product’s quality; ii) identify the type of pollutants associated to the existing industries, and 
iii) identify inactive industries throughout the estuary. 
 
4.1.1.6. Total Protection Areas 
TPA, as defined in PORNET, must be protected from any type of anthropogenic impacts: the 
unsuitable area displayed in the figure below (Fig. 18) represents the Pancas salt marsh. 
Although only the specified area is defined as unsuitable and anthropogenic impacts prohibited, 
a safety distance can be recommended if further implementations are to be made, to ensure 
that shellfish aquaculture does not negatively impact the protected area (e.g. harvesting 
techniques, boat navigation). 
 
Fig. 17: Identified industry areas in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Barreiro; 2 





4.1.1.7. Salt marshes 
Only salt marshes within RAMSAR areas were deemed as unsuitable, which are coincidental to 
those of PORNET’s, since they were identified with the most ecological sensitivity. They were 
identified three different salt marshes concerning the ones protected by PORNET: Mouchão da 








Fig. 18: Area defined as Total Protection Area according to PORTNET (left Image) and its reclassification map (right 
image) 
 
Fig. 19: Identified salt marshes with the most ecological sensitivity (left pane) and their reclassification map (right 




4.1.2. Production Category 
The displaying of Production indicators thematic maps follows the same logic as previously 
applied to Spatial Constraints. However, since the created buffers around the area were too 
large to allow an easy graphic display, it was chosen to show the thematic maps with a Tagus 
mask applied. 
4.1.2.1. Distance to Urban Areas 
Lisbon (3), being Portugal’s biggest and most populated city, has the best overall suitability 
score, as well as its suburbs (e.g. Parque das Nações – 4; 5 – Póvoa de Stª Iria). The left margin 
corresponded to a good suitability score as well, from Montijo (1) to Trafaria (2), while area 6 
scored the worst value, meaning it is the less populated area. 
A “safety” distance of 500 from all identified urban areas was established, due to possible 
landscape impacts (Dumbauld et al., 2009; Scottish Natural Heritage, 2011), which may cause 
public problems, as well as to avoid possible human disturbances and theft situations. 
 
4.1.2.2. Distance to Roads 
Distance to Roads thematic map serves a number of purposes: it is useful to understand possible 
locations for product transportation (by car) after its harvesting, as well as for the people 
participating in the respective trade chain. 
To achieve this, concerning OSM’s road data, it was selected primary, secondary and tertiary: 
primary roads correspond to major traffic movement between centers of population and 
economic activity on a regional and national levels, also linking strategic roads to residential 
streets or industrial roads; secondary roads provide access to properties within a residential 
area, while tertiary roads are not usable by motor vehicles and may include footways, footpaths 
or cycleways (Designing Buildings, 2017). 
Infrastructuras de Portugal (I.P) gave access to major highways within the studied area, in order 
to evaluate access between different major population aggregates and possible farm areas, 
although this was not considered relevant in the reclassification map, as residential roads are 
much closer to the estuary, as seen in Fig. 21. 
Fig. 20: Identified urban areas near the estuary (left image) and their reclassification map (Distance to Urban Areas) 




Area 1 was assigned to the worst suitability score area, Pancas salt marsh. Although this 
particular area was deemed as unsuitable by Total Protection Area thematic map (within 
PORNET’s scope), the nearby areas (which as already seen, are mostly intertidal areas) should 
only be accessed by boat. 
4.1.2.3. Distance to Port 
Piers are a major factor for boat transportation, either people or even the harvested product. 
Hence, the study of their location is a key factor for the identified Production factors, and 
consequently to the whole MCE, since they dictate where people will be unloading the product. 
Most of the estuarine area obtained a good suitability score, apart from the Pancas salt marsh 
(1), which mostly encompasses intertidal areas and consequently is harder to navigate, 
depending on low tides. The other area (2) is identified as the Atlantic Ocean and is unaccounted 
for in the MCE 
 
Fig. 21: Identified roads within the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Pancas 
saltmarsh 
 
Fig. 22: Identified Ports within the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (Distance to Port) (right pane) 





4.1.2.4. Distance to Local Markets 
Since Portugal is one of the biggest seafood consumers in the world (Almeida, 2014), with a per 
capita consumption of about 55 kg in 2014 (EUMOFA, 2016), this indicator focusses on the 
consumption at a local and regional scale, hence the assessment of local markets. 
Highly Suitable areas were all identified as being closer to urban areas. No unsuitable areas were 
found in the estuary, although it should be highlighted that this requires further studies and/or 
confirmation from each municipality within the area, since all the identified local markets were 
based on OSM’s files or by independent research using Google Earth Pro software. It is possible 
that some selected local markets are either: i) closed; ii) do not sell fresh seafood (namely clams), 





















4.1.3. Environmental Category 
All the thematic maps created for each Environmental indicator are represented below: maps 
on the left pane correspond to the Stage 1 and have both the used stations for the interpolation, 
whereas the right pane images represent the respective reclassification maps.  
4.1.3.1. Dissolved Oxygen (DO) 
It was not found any constraint on the reclassification map concerning DO, where the lowest 
suitability score was 3 (Suitability). Dissolved oxygen levels were typically higher near the estuary 
mouth (1) and its whole corridor, until approximately 25 de Abril Bridge (2); in most of the 
middle estuary (3), as well as the upper, from Mouchão da Póvoa (4) to Castanheira do Ribatejo 
(5). DO levels should not limit clams’ growth in the Tagus Estuary. 
4.1.3.2. Temperature 
Most of the estuary obtained a good suitability score: the areas from Alhandra (2) to Castanheira 
do Ribatejo (3) and near Trancão river (1) were the best ones, with a suitability score of 4 (Highly 
Suitable).  
It was not found any constraint concerning temperature levels (should always be above 14 ºC), 
which can be considered as a good indicator for Manila clam reproduction in the estuary, as 
temperature is one of the most important external variables for Manila clams’ reproduction 
cycle and growth. 
Fig. 24: DO values (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Estuary mouth; 2 – 25 de Abril Bridge; 3 






Salinity reclassification map encompasses all four suitability values: unsuitable areas were found 
near Póvoa de Stª Iria (2) and to an area in-between Seixal bay and Barreiro, where can also be 
found a sharp decline of salinity values (from highly suitable to unsuitable) (1); moderately 
suitable areas are in the upper part of the estuary. The lower and middle part of the estuary 
mostly includes Suitable and Highly Suitable areas 
The clams’ growth might not be possible in areas classified as Unsuitable and Moderately 
Suitable, since as previously mentioned, salinity is a key factor. Therefore, those areas are not 




Fig. 25: Temperature levels in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Trancão river;   
2 – Alhandra; 3 – Castanheira do Ribatejo 
 
Fig. 26: Salinity values in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Area in-between 





Most of the estuary obtained a suitable score, excepted four different areas (two are unsuitable, 
with the other two being identified as highly suitable): i) the areas in-between Seixal and 
Barreiro (1) (similar to salinity’s area No. 2) and Lisbon’s Port (2) were considered unsuitable; 
and ii) Sorraia’s river mouth and an area in the eastern part of the estuary (4) scored a Highly 
Suitable value. Generally, the highest TPM values can be seen near the identified Highly Suitable 
areas, from Alcochete (5) to an area nearby Mouchão do Lombo do Tejo (6). Meanwhile, the 
lowest levels correspond to area 2, to Vila Franca de Xira (7) and the estuary’s mouth (8). 
4.1.3.5. POM 
Areas identified as unsuitable are found near the estuary’s mouth (1) and in the upper channel 
(2): clams might not have sufficient food to properly grow and reach harvest size. Meanwhile, 
the highest values are located mostly in the middle part of the estuary (3), which is coincidental, 
Fig. 27: TPM values in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Area in-between Seixal 
and Barreiro; 2 – Lisbon’s Port; 3 – Sorraia river; 4 – Highly Suitable spot within the middle estuary; 5 – Alcochete; 6 




Fig. 28: POM values in the estuary (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 – Estuary’s mouth; 2 – 




for the most part, to areas reported to have the highest densities of Manila clam (Garaulet, 
2011). 
Moderately suitable areas are dispersed throughout the estuary: near the main channel, as well 
as middle and upper parts. The unsuitable areas may restrict growth, due to the low values. 
4.1.3.6. Chl 
Chl values show a declining trend from the upper part to the estuary’s mouth: unsuitable areas 
encompass all the lower part and most of the middle estuary, as well as the areas near Póvoa 
de Stª Iria (1), meaning that those areas should restrict growth to a certain degree. 
Suitable and Highly Suitable areas are located in the upper part of the estuary, in addition to the 




















4.1.4. Product Contamination Category 
Product Contamination follows the same logic applied to Environmental Category. It also should 
be highlighted again that the use of PEL-TEL int the reclassification, which can be considered as 
a limitation, since the four suitability values are reduced to only three.  
The value corresponding to less polluted areas (Highly Suitable – 4) and to the more polluted 
ones (Unsuitable – 1) are well defined by either being lower or higher than PEL or TEL, 
respectively. In-between both indicators, it was chosen to choose the suitability level of 2 
(Moderately Suitable), in order to play safe and avoid possible food contaminations by thinking 
the concentrations were not high enough.  
4.1.4.1. Chromium (Cr) 
The reclassification map concerning Cr does not show any obvious contaminated location (i.e. 
area scoring a value of 1, unsuitable). Most of the lower estuary scored a value of 2 (Moderately 
Suitable), apart from an area close to 25 de Abril Bridge (1), with the upper end of the estuary 
being considered as Highly Suitable. The middle section of the estuary scored a value of 4 in area 
2, which encompasses Alcochete, Sorraia’s river mouth up until the area below Mouchão do 
Lombo do Tejo. Area 3 is mostly considered as Moderately Suitable, apart from four spots that 
have scored a higher value (Highly Suitable). 
Concerning the areas defined as Moderately Suitable: areas displayed with the color orange 
(52.4 – 70) are closer to PEL (52.3) and are less contaminated, while blue or red areas are the 
ones with higher values and thus more prone to shellfish contamination. This way, areas near 
Barreiro should be avoided (signaled by a red rectangle in the left image). 
4.1.4.2. Cadmium (Cd) 
Cadmium values in sediments were mostly considered as Moderately Suitable. This can also be 
good or bad, depending on each side of the thresholds (e.g. closer to PEL than TEL) the value is, 
and thus there is a lot of uncertainty associated. 
Fig. 30: Chromium (Cr) values in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 1 –  
25 de Abril Bridge; 2 – Highly Suitable area that encompasses Alcochete, up until Mouchão do Lombo do Tejo; 3 – 
Middle part of the estuary 
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In-between PEL and TEL (0.68 – 4.21, respectively), orange areas are the less contaminated and 
are well distributed within the estuary: near the estuary’s mouth (1) and in the upper end of the 
estuary (2), near Sorraia’s river mouth (3) and Montijo’s bay (4). Green and light and dark blue 
areas can be classified as having higher probability of food contamination and are distributed 
near Barreiro (5), Trancão river (6) and near Póvoa de Stª Iria (7).  
 
4.1.4.3. Copper (Cu) 
Copper sediment values are considered as unsuitable in the area in-between Seixal and Barreiro 
(1), as well as having concentration values close to the higher threshold of PEL-TEL (18.7 – 108), 
displayed as blue areas. Most of the estuary scored a value of 2 concerning the suitability scale 
(Moderately Suitable), where both the upper end and most of the middle part of the estuary are 
close to the minimum threshold of PEL-TEL range, being less contaminated (orange) than those 
in the vicinities of area 1 and estuary’s mouth. 
Fig. 31: Cadmium (Cd) concentration in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right 
pane). 1 – Estuary’s mouth; 2 – Upper end of the estuary; 3 – Sorraia river; 4 – Montijo; 5 – Barreiro; 6 – Trancão 
river; 7 – Póvoa de Stª Iria 
 
Fig. 32: Copper (Cu) concentration in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane); 




The areas near Alhandra up to Castanheira do Ribatejo (2), as well as minor spots on the middle 
part of the estuary scored the best values (Highly Suitable). 
4.1.4.4 Zinc (Zn) 
According to the suitability scale used, most of the estuary scored a value of 1 (unsuitable). 
Highly Suitable areas were distributed near Vila Franca de Xira and Castanheira do Ribatejo (1), 
as well as minor spots near Lisbon’s port (2) and Montijo’s Air base (3). Moderately Suitable 
areas exist near areas 2 and 3 and the remaining part of the upper estuary: lower threshold 
values concerning Moderately Suitable areas are displayed in orange in areas 2, 3, near Mouchão 
do Lombo do Tejo (4) and in the vicinities of Mouchão da Póvoa (5). 
Hence, it is possible to conclude that most of the estuary is contaminated by Zn, corroborated 
by França et al. (2005). 
 
4.1.4.4. Lead (Pb) 
Areas near the estuary’s mouth (1), Mouchão da Póvoa (2) and most of the middle part of the 
estuary were deemed as unsuitable, according the used reclassification scale. The remaining 
parts of the estuary scored a value of 2 (Moderately Suitable): between Trafaria and 25 de Abril 
bridge (3), near Montijo’s Air Base No. 6 (4), all the upper part of the estuary, as well as part of 
Alcochete (5), Parque das Nações (6). The lower thresholds of Moderately Suitable areas were 
mostly located in the upper part of the estuary (7). Besides Zn, the estuary is also contaminated 
by lead, also supported by França et al. (2005). 
Fig. 33: Zinc (Zn) concentrations in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane). 
1 – Vila Franca de Xira-Castanheira do Ribatejo section; 2 – Lisbon’s Port; 3 – Montijo’s Air Base No. 6; 4 – Mouchão 




4.1.4.5. Total Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (tPAH) 
TPAH’s reclassification map shows that suitability values are dispersed throughout the estuary: 
Highly Suitable areas are located in the middle and upper parts of the estuary, apart from a small 
area near Seixal (1); Moderately Suitable areas are also dispersed through the lower part of the 
estuary, dominating both the middle and upper parts.  
Most of the lower estuary was classified as being unsuitable due to high tPAH levels in 
sediments, namely Barreiro (2) and Montijo (3) 
 
 
Fig. 34: Lead (Pb) concentrations in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane) 1 
– Estuary’s mouth; 2 – Mouchão da Póvoa; 3 – Trafaria – 25 de abril bridge section; 4 – Montijo’s Air Base No. 6; 5 – 
Alcochete; 6 – Parque das Nações; 7 – upper part of the estuary 
Fig. 35: tPAH concentrations in the estuarine sediments (left pane) and their reclassification map (right pane) 
1 – Seixal; 2 – Barreiro; 3 - Montijo 
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4.1.5. Final thematic maps 
Spatial Constraints final thematic map was created by means of a Fuzzy Overlay, accounting for 
every identified spatial constraint and the process of screening out areas deemed as unsuitable 
by at least one thematic map. 
Each Category’s suitability map was obtained by means of a Weighted Overlay, based on the 
calculationg of relative weights in the AHP.  Total areas were calculated for every suitability 
score, in order to understand where each Category gathers the best conditions for shellfish 
aquaculture.  
4.1.5.1. Spatial Constraints 
The final Spatial Constraints thematic map is displayed in the figure below (Figure 36). 
 
Fig. 36: Spatial Constraints final thematic map 
The final Spatial Constraints thematic map accounted 
for approximately 314.18 km2 of unsuitable areas, with 
the remaining suitable areas totaling 33.4 km2 (Table 
23). This shows that the estuary has a wide variety of 
incompatible uses for shellfish aquaculture (e.g. Rilo et 
al., 2013), since more than 90% of its area was 
considered as unsuitable.  
Table 23: Total area for each suitability score 
 
Suitability Total area (km2) 
0 314.18  
1 33.4 
Bathymetry was already considered the most fundamental spatial constraint since it restricted 
the existing areas to those suitable for intertidal aquaculture. Bathymetry’s total unsuitable 
areas accounted for 287.89 km2, which is approximately 91% of the unsuitable areas within the 
final Spatial Constraints map. 
Because bathymetry was reclassified in accordance with the existing intertidal flats, which are 
mostly gathered in the left margin of the Estuary, from Seixal to Sorraia river, as well as in the 
vicinities of Mouchão da Póvoa and Mouchão do Lombo do Tejo. It should be emphasized that 
bathymetry’s total unsuitable areas encompass most of the other spatial constraints (e.g. 
58 
 
Distance to Navigational Terminals). Different aquaculture practices, namely suspended 
aquaculture, would need different bathymetry values for their reclassification and therefore, 
different importance. 
The other individual Spatial Constraints considered as relevant (in terms of area) were Distance 
to Beach and Distance to Industry: Distance to Beach restricted the studied area in about 23.77 
km2 (7.9% of the total area) and Distance to Industry, 83.78 km2 (27.89%). 
Some beaches and respective safety distances restricted possible intertidal flats for aquaculture 
practices, such as in the vicinities of Barreiro and Seixal bay (7.5 km2) and near Alcochete’s 
coastline (1.38 km2). 
Distance to Industry deemed as unsuitable the areas from Almada up to Montijo, totaling 39.53 
km2. Most of the right margin was also classified as unsuitable, on which two sections can be 
defined: the middle section of the Tagus main channel, from Lisbon’s Port up to Porto Brandão 
(9.67 km2); and a large portion of the right margin, from approximately Stª Apolónia to the upper 
end of the estuary, near Castanheira do Ribatejo (28.44 km2). 
When no reclassification values or safety distances were found in the literature related to 
Distance to WWTP and Industry, the strictness of the values used (higher values for making sure 
no contamination would occur) were considered of medium range. This is because they were 
considered as “introductory values”, even though the established distances should avoid major 
contaminations. 
Legal constraints, such as TPA and the salt marshes defined in PORNET (areas near Mouchão da 
Póvoa and Mouchão do Lombo do Tejo and Pancas), were considered as Spatial Constraints, as 
they are considered areas with high ecological sensitivity, due to their importance concerning 
ecosystems functions and nesting and resting sites for migratory birds. Areas included in Natura 
2000 are displayed in Appendix B. 
No information about navigational charts in the estuary was found, so to understand whether 
the identified suitable areas may influence nautical navigation, Lisbon’s Port was contacted, to 
which Fig. 36 was shown and it seems no identified suitable areas may disturb ship’s navigation 
routes. Besides Lisbon’s Ports, Port Authority should be further contacted in case of the 
development of any type of aquaculture projects, since they ultimately have the jurisdiction of 
the Tagus Estuary area. 
4.1.5.2. Product Contamination suitability map 
Product Contamination category scored the worst values between all the studied categories (Fig. 
37): no Highly Suitable areas can be found. 39.7% of all estuarine area is classified as 
“Unsuitable”, meaning that they are most likely contaminated by heavy metals, particularly in 
the lower and middle parts of the estuary. 
Areas scoring a value of 3 (Suitable) are distributed 
throughout the estuary, focusing on the upper part of the 
estuary (5.9%), with most of the estuary being classified 
as either Moderately Suitale or Unsuitable. Moderately 
Suitable correspond to 54.4% of the total area and its 
meaning can be dubious, for the same reasons already 
mentioned: most of the middle part of the estuary, the 
estuary’s mouth and Montijo’s bay are the most 
important areas that scored a suitability value of 2. 
 
Table 24: Total areas concerning each 












Fig. 37: Product Contamination suitability map 
The main constraints identified for the suitability of the Product Contamination final map were 
lead and zinc concentrations, where most of the estuary was deemed as unsuitable. The 
remaining studied heavy metals are mostly composed of Moderately Suitable areas, although 
copper has an unsuitable area. Also, Product Contamination suitability map can be deceiving, as 
it can give the illusion that “suitable” areas are pollution free, which is not the case. Since 
weights were given for each heavy metal, suitable areas are merely indicative of which areas are 
less contaminated, e.g. an area can be heavily contaminated by copper and still have an overall 
suitability score of 4, even though copper would reduce the product’s quality. More trustworthy 
comparions and conclusions can not be made, due to the larger scope of this work and the 
author’s expertize, as the final suitability map should only be seen as an overall state.  
Although all Product Contamination and respective indicators are related to heavy metal 
pollution, faecal coliforms (FC) could also be considered as a factor influencing product’s final 
quality (e.g. Silva et al., 2011) and because of this, it will be emphasized ways to overcome 
significant levels of FC and respective European legal requirements that are used to regulate 
them. 
The Tagus Estuary is subjected to strong anthropogenic pressures that affect water quality and 
result in high levels of faecal microorganisms (e.g. Lemarchand et al., 2004), and considering 
that it could not be gathered recent data, it was chosen not to present out of date data; some 
studies evaluate them locally (Anacleto et al., 2013; Brondani, 2015).  
Problems associated with the consumption of shellfish grown in waters contaminated with 
microbiological patogens are mainly due to food-borne diseases, including heavy metal and PAH 
contaminations, toxins from harmful algal blooms or contamination from pathogenic 
microorganisms (e.g. Anacleto, 2014; Watkins et al., 2008; Lipp and Rose, 1997; Gholami et al., 
1998). Thus, they represent a significant human health risk (Lees et al., 2010), which can be 
reduced by depurating the harvested shellfish in tanks, or transfer them to a cleaner area 
(process called relaying).  
According to Lee et al. (2008), depuration is a “technique used to reduce microbial contaminant 
from light to moderately contaminated bivalve molluscs, by placing them in tanks of clean water, 
in order to resume normal pumping activity and further expel contaminants from their gills and 
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intestinal, over a period of time that can range from several hours to days”. Depuration 
techniques are not suitable to apply in shellfish harvested from heavily polluted areas (e.g. heavy 
metal contamination) (Lees et al., 2010; Hickey et al., 2015). El-Shenawy (2004) studied the 
effects of depuration regarding Manila clam (Table 25). 
Table 25: Effects of depuration on the elimination of microbiological and chemical contaminants from bivalves 
(Adapted from Anacleto, 2014; El-Shenawy, 2004) 
Contaminant Faecal Coliforms Vibrio spp. faecal Streptococcus coliphage Fe Ni Co Cu 
Reduction (%) 85 50 41 69 47 20 28 36 
Time (h) 96 48 
 
Cunha (2012) studied the effects of depuration in Manila clam in the estuary, where mortality 
in the transition of the animals to the depuration tanks was close to 0%. It was concluded that 
depuration was effective in the reduction of Pb levels; Cd depuration time should be longer than 
the used one (16 days), in order to reach proper conclusions; Hg levels were not considered a 
limiting factor, although still considered as high; reduction of Fe levels was similar to those 
displayed in the table above (47%). 
In the process of “relaying”, the shellfish harvested from polluted areas can be replaced in areas 
free of microbiological contamination, allowing shellfish to cleanse or purge themselves by 
continuation of their normal filter-feeding activities (Lees et al., 2010; Rees et al., 2010).  
When used as treatment processes to reduce microbial contamination, commercial depuration 
and relaying are subjected to legal control in several countries, including those in the EU (Lees 
et al., 2010), according to the requirements expressed in Regulation (EC) No. 853/2004; whereas 
production, harvesting and the commercialization of bivalves, as well as the classification of the 
overlying waters are regulated by the Regulation (EC) No. 854/2004 and 1441/2007, which also 
establishes microbiological criteria (Table 26). Lees et al. (2010) have stated that “if an area only 
meets the standards for certain periods because of predictable pollution events, authorities may 
classify them for a restricted period”. 
Table 26: Microbiological criteria applied to areas where production, harvesting and commercialization occurs, as 
well as to possible relaying areas and respective relaying periods  
EU Class  Description Microbiological 
standard * 
A 
Class A areas are considered the cleanest growing areas from which shellfish can 
be harvested, and safe for direct human consumption without further processing. 
≤ 230 
B 
Class B areas on which live bivalve molluscs may be collected, but placed on the 
market for human consumption only after treatment in a purification center or 
after relaying in a Class A area, as to meet the health standards defined in 
Regulation (EC) No. 842/2004. 
≤ 4,600 
C 
Class C areas from which live bivalve molluscs may be collected but placed on the 
market only after relaying in Class A or B areas, over a long period (minimum of 




Areas from which bivalve molluscs cannot be harvested for human consumption, 
e.g. close to untreated sewage discharges (Cefas, 2006). 
> 46,000 
* E. coli/100 g fresh and intravalvular liquid;  
 
According to Order No. 15264/2013 and later Order No. 4022/2015, both being included in the 
scope of Regulation (EC) No. 854/2004 and Ordinance No. 1421/2006, after three years of 
monitoring and microbiological quality control of bivalve molluscs, production zones should be 
reclassified. Tagus Estuary was classified as class C by IPMA, I. P (Portuguese Institute for the 
Ocean and Atmosphere). 
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The illegal fishing that is still happening (as of 2017) in the estuary can lead to public health 
problems, since many shellfish are harvested and then sold without being properly treated (e.g. 
in depuration units) and might be contaminated by high levels of FC or heavy metals (Público, 
2016). Hence, the need for creating proper settings, either spatially and legally, within the Tagus 
Estuary.  
This way, both Product Contamination and Production Categories are intimately linked, making 
possible to harvest shellfish in contaminated areas: Product Contamination (including a proper 
evaluation of microbiological sources) assess which areas are the most polluted, being from 
heavy metal or faecal contamination. Areas can then be divided according to their 
microbiological standard values (Class A, B, C or prohibited), in order to quantify them and thus, 
understanding i) where shellfish cannot be harvested; ii) where shellfish can be relayed to (Class 
A or B areas) and iii) where shellfish is mostly harvested nowadays and to which class those areas 
correspond. It should be mentioned that despite being from Class A areas, there many cases 
(e.g. in the United Kingdom) of many businesses holding harvested products in depuration units, 
“as a matter of due diligence” (Lee et al., 2008; Seafish, 2010). 
Production Category, by taking into account where are the possible relaying areas and where 
shellfish is mostly harvested, evaluate all possible infrastructures in order to allow product 
transportation in the most efficient ways. 
4.1.5.3. Production Category suitability map 
Production Category suitability map (Fig. 38) shows that the closer to urban areas, facilities and 
populations, the better for shellfish production: 47.5 % of the estuary scored a value of 3 on the 
suitability scale, with 28.9 % being highly suitable for shellfish aquaculture. The unsuitable values 
(only 10.3%) are focused near Sorraia river and the Atlantic Ocean. 
The suitability score of the area near Sorraia river can be 
explained by the lack of accessibilities, having neither 
piers or roads nearby, as well as no close urban areas. 
The area is only accessible by boat and since there are 
almost none human interferences, can make it ideal for 
shellfish aquaculture.  According to the reclassification 
values, the area in the vicinities of the Atlantic Ocean 
(end of the estuary) is considered too isolated for 
shellfish cultures to be sited there. 
Table 27: Areas concerning each suitability 
score for Production Category 





Spatial Constraints final thematic map already classified that area as unsuitable, and because it 
is closer to the ocean, ideal physical conditions for shellfish aquaculture (bathymetry and current 
speed) are not gathered. 
Overall, and according to the reclassification map, the estuary seems to gather sufficient 
conditions to comprise aquaculture practices, even considering that a “trade chain of live 
bivalves” (Bettencourt et al., 2012) is lacking, or is extremely disorganized. The trade chain of 
live bivalves can be summarized as (Bettencourt et al., 2012; Anacleto, 2014): after the bivalves 
are harvested, they are transported to i) depuration center, ii) relaying area, or iii) industrial unit, 
according to the classification of the harvesting areas and respective levels of pollution; 
afterwards, they go to a dispatch center, where they can be transported nationally to 





Fig. 38: Production suitability map 
This work focuses mainly on the existing facilities that allow fishermen transportation to 
harvesting/production locations (e.g. roads or piers) and their trip back, with the harvested 
product, as well as the existing local markets in the vicinities: ideally, as the populations of clams 
are still growing, adding to the high seafood consumption per capita in Portugal, the harvested 
product would be sold locally, with the remaining clams being sold to other locations (i.e. 
imported/exported).  
The transportation of the harvested products should follow strict salubrious hygiene conditions 
(Bettencourt et al., 2012), as to avoid the death of the animals and subsequently a possible 
(re)contamination. 
Possible methods for growing and/or harvesting techniques were not assessed, although 
Ramajal et al. (2016) described different harvesting methods in the Tagus Estuary regarding the 
Manila clam, and concluded that most clams are harvested manually by foot, for a total amount 
of 1,111 catchers (in 1,724 case studies). 
4.1.5.4. Environmental Category suitability map 
Since clams are known to be growing in the estuary, 
environmental variables were expected to be significantly 
good, which the Environmental Category suitability map 
(Fig. 39; Table 28) proved: most of the estuary is classified 
as Suitable (93.8%), with the vicinities of Sorraia river 
scoring a value of 4 (Highly Suitable), corresponding to 5.1 
% of the total area.  
Table 28: Total areas concerning each 
suitability level scored in Environmental 
category 
 




Although classified as Suitable, areas near the main and upper channels were identified as being 
unsuitable for both food sources, which might severely restrict clam populations there. Salinity 
reclassification has also shown lower values for the upper part of the estuary. Therefore, even 
though the suitability map is considered suitable for those areas, clam populations might not 




Fig. 39: Environmental suitability map 
Salinity and food sources (Chl and POM) were identified as possible restrictions for both 
reproduction and growth. Salinity, albeit not considered unsuitable in any place, was classified 
as being “Moderately Suitable” in several areas, with values ranging from 20 to 24 psu, which 
are still far from the reported survival threshold of 14/15 psu (e.g. Coughlan et al., 2009). Still, it 
should be here highlighted that as larvae are less resilient if salinity levels are low enough (i.e. 
less than the survival threshold) in the beginning of the reproduction cycle, it might influence 
the growth and survival of juveniles and have repercussions in the establishment of populations. 
According to the reclassification maps, most of the lower estuary was classified as having low 
food availability (both Chl and POM), whereas the middle estuary only scored low values for Chl. 
As most of the middle estuary was reported to have the biggest populations of the Manila clam 
(Garaulet, 2011), such as Seixal or Montijo, this could mean that either: i) the reclassification 
methodology carried for Chl and POM was not sensitive enough and the reclassification values 
do not reflect the real importante on growth, and/or ii) areas reported to have growing 
populations were classified as “unsuitable” concerning Chl, which can be attributed to POM’s 
higher importance for the clams feeding processes. 
Even though the lower part of the estuary gathers suitable conditions for the growth of Manila 
clam, Garaulet (2011) has reported clam populations with lower densities there. The same 
author also reported that clams are starting to expand to the main channel. Ramajal et al. (2016) 
have estimated a total of 4 to 17 thousand t year-1 of harvested Manila clam in the Tagus Estuary, 
with an associated economic value of 10 to 23 million €. 
For a term of comparison, as no legal aquaculture settings or management practices are being 
ensured, the production reflects only the environmental factors (i.e. no site selection was done). 
The table below (Table 29) represents Manila clam production in major growing areas 
worldwide. Neither production or economic values were found for any Chinese area (e.g. 
estuary, lagoon), as China is the biggest producer in the world. By comparing table 29 values 
with Ramajal et al. (2016) lower thresholds of 4 thousand t and 10 million €, it is possible to 
conclude that the Tagus Estuary still has both significant production and economic potential for 










value (million €) 
Source 
North Puget Sound, 
Washington, USA 
2013 2 (approx.) 9.9 
Washington Sea 
Grant, 2015 
Galícian Rias, Spain 2009 1.9 7.8* Xunta de Galícia, 2008 
Arcachon Bay, France 2007 1 4* Caill-Milly et al., 2008 
Venice Lagoon, Italy 2013 5 (approx.) 20* Bartoli, 2016 
Venice Lagoon, Italy 
(highest value 
reported) 
1999 40 160* Canu et al., 2011 
Northern Chiba, Tokyo 
Bay, Japan 
1999 0.8 3.2* Toba, 2004 
* assuming a price kg-1 of € 4.0 (Público, 2016) 
 
Irrespective of all the possible benefits from shellfish aquaculture, there is still a lack of relevant 
studies concerning Manila clam environmental impact in the estuary, apart from its competition 
with the native clam. As such, the areas reported to have the biggest populations must be 
assessed, in order to understand whether they are negatively influencing benthic habitats and 
the inherent communities. Higher density populations could be influencing food depletion in the 
water column, which could explain the reduction of the native species population, as R. 
decussatus is a less efficient filter-feeder (e.g. Garaulet, 2011). Local studies should also be made 
in the scope of Natura 2000’s AA, namely an assessment of bird feeding and roosting behavior, 
due to their overall ecological importance and possible impacts relative to the colonization of 
the Manila clam.  
4.2. Stage 3 
Stage 3 is based on the creation of the final site selection thematic map, which followed the 
general methodology in stage 1: Weighted Overlay, although with a particular point, which 
consisted of incorporating Spatial Constraints, to screen out unsuitable areas, either because of 
pollution, legal hindrance or direct anthropogenic disturbances. This way, weights were 
calculated by means of an AHP and then a Weighted Overlay tool was applied to the three 
categories (Fig. 40). 
Fig. 40: Final Suitability map (left pane) and Site Selection thematic map (right pane) 
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The next step was creating the final site selection thematic map, by using the Suitability 
equation, Eq. (6), combining both Spatial Constraints and the final Suitability maps. Another way 
to describe and do this is by merely applying the Spatial Constraint map as a mask to the final 
Suitability map. Table 30 shows the respective areas to each suitability level. 
Table 30: Obtained areas for each suitability level for both the Final Suitability and Site Selection maps; n/a – not 
available 
 Areas (km2) 
Suitability Final Suitability map Site Selection Map 
Spatial Constraints n/a 313.39 
2 161.83 6.56 (-95%) 
3 185.40 26.82 (-85%) 
 
Suitable sites are displayed in Fig. 41: by combining each category (suitability values between 1 
and 4), a final Suitability map consisting of only two different suitability values was obtained. 
Areas classified as Moderately Suitable occupy 46.6 % of the total area, with Suitable areas the 
remaining 54.4%. A possibly constraint to the final results can be the Product Contamination 
suitability map, where 39.7% of the total area was classified as Unsuitable, meaning that there 
are areas being negatively influenced by heavy metal pollution.  
By combining the Spatial Constraints thematic map and the final suitability map, Moderately 
Suitable areas were down to 6.56 km2 (1.8% of the total area) and Suitable to 26.82 km2 (7.8% 























By superimposing the Spatial Constraints thematic map, Moderately Suitable and Suitable areas 
were reduced by 96% and 86 %, respectively. This further validates that estuaries have 
conflicting uses, such as fisheries, shipping, recreation, contaminated areas and urban growth 
(e.g. deFur and Rader, 1995). 
In contemplation of what was highlighted in each of the final suitability maps: 
• The Tagus Estuary gathers optimal environmental conditions for the growth of the 
Manila clam, which is supported by studies that have reported its colonization (e.g. 
Garaulet, 2011) 
• Several areas, namely Barreiro, Seixal, Póvoa de Stª Iria were confirmed to be 
contaminated by heavy metals (corroborated by e.g. Vale et al., 2008) 
• The Tagus Estuary has enough infrastructures and labour to support the legalization and 
further development of shellfish aquaculture; 
The Tagus Estuary is in need of a proper management plan that regulates legal fishing and 
necessary treatment to avoid consumption of contaminated shellfish and its enforcement. This 
in turn would minimize or even stop the illegal transportation to Spain. Ramajal et al. (2016), in 
what could be called the first study concerning the trade chain of Manila clam in the Tagus 
Estuary, addressed all that was previously talked, quantifying total harvested clams in between 
4 and 17 thousand t year-1, with an associated economic value of 10 to 23 million € year-1 (with 
1.6 and 3.22 million € from hand harvesting). 90% of the total captures were illegally transported 
to Spain, accounting for approximately 9 thousand t year-1 (Ramajal et al., 2016). 
The next step will be based upon the defined areas for the application of FARM model. Those 
areas were selected as the best suitable for shellfish aquaculture, according to those obtained 
in the final site selection thematic map. 
 
4.3. Stage 4 
A site selection thematic map was created and displayed in Stage 3, where the whole estuary 
scored suitability values of 2 and 3, Moderately Suitable and Suitable, respectively. In the scope 
of this work, FARM will only be applied and studied in “Suitable” areas, because those gather 
the best conditions for individual farm siting, as the overall suitability value is the highest The 
chosen individual farms will be hereby called as “concept farms”. 
This way, two concept farms were sited in two different suitable locations, A and B (Fig. 42): 
farm A’s location was selected since it is in the vicinities of shipping routes, albeit far enough to 
not disturb nor be disturbed by ships (APL, n/d); farm B was sited in a location defined as having 
large clam populations (e.g. Garaulet, 2011). Each concept farm is within the areas influenced 
by B2K stations that will be used as environmental drivers for the FARM application: farm A is 
influenced by B2K station #2.0, whereas farm B by station #3.0. Concept farms are located in 
intertidal zones, where bottom culture with FARM’s standard stocking density of 100 ind m-2 
was modeled for a culture period of 395 days. It should be highlighted that both concept farms 
are within Natura 2000 areas. 
A higher stocking density as input would increase the total yield of clams within the same culture 
period. Garaulet (2011) has reported a maximum population density concerning Manila clam of 
1500 ind m-2. This way, it was chosen to use an underestimated comparative density value of 






Fig. 42: Location of ‘concept’ farms 
FARM’s environmental drivers (temperature, salinity, Chl, POM, TPM, DO, DIN) were used to 
model individual Manila clam growth in a 395 days’ culture period. Monthly averages were 
calculated for each driver and used to evaluate potential production, economic performance 
and environmental externalities. Since B2K values had also information concerning the type of 
tide when sampling occurred, it was decided to also calculate their monthly medians and see 
how FARM’s economic outputs are influenced by spring and neap tides. All main environmental 
driver’s value ranges are represented in Table 31, with the full used data displayed in Appendix 
D. 
Table 31: Main environmental drivers for each concept farm, with the respective minimum and maximum values 
 Concept farm A Concept farm B 
Environmental Drivers Neap Spring Farm A total Neap Spring Farm B total 
Temperature (ºC) 11.0 – 24.2 12.5 - 23.7 12.2 – 24.0 12.0 – 22.2 12.0 – 20.7 12.0 – 21.5 
Chl (µg L-1) 4.2 – 28.2 0.9 – 32.3 2.5 – 28.4 3.2 – 27.4 0.9 – 15.8 1.9 – 17.1 
Salinity (psu) 0.5 – 20.8 2.1 – 7.8 6.5 – 26.8 18.5 – 31.3 12.8 – 33.1 16.6 – 32.0 
POM (mg L-1) 2.4 – 17.4 1.2 – 26.4 2.6 – 8.8 5.8 – 27.4 2.9 – 10.9 2.9 – 14.6 
TPM (mg L-1) 34.0 – 212.2 10.0 – 82.8 19.4 – 86.7 59.5 – 262.7 10.4 – 81.2 21.4 – 149.3 
DO (mg L-1) 6.1 – 10.2 5.9 – 9.1 6.0 – 9.3 6.3 – 8.3 6.3 – 8.1 6.4 – 8.1 
 
Each concept farm and respective tides were modelled according to the data displayed in Table 
31, in order to obtain and further compare the production of both farms, with nitrogen removal 
being also an output FARM provides: nitrogen removal was assessed, even though the main 
focus of FARM’s application in the scope of this work is to conclude whether shellfish production 
in the Tagus Estuary is economical viable. In addition, there is no market in the Tagus Estuary for 
nutrient trading (as of March 2017), and no farmer will cultivate shellfish only for nutrient 
removal as it is not cost-effective, unless subsidized (see tables 32 and 33 for comparison 
between nutrient treatment and harvest profit).  
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In the scope of the Millenium Ecosystem Assessment, and according to Brumbaugh and 
Toropova (2008), shellfish can provide different types of services: Provisinioning (e.g., 
aquaculture), Cultural (tourism and recreation), Supporting (cyclying of nutrients) and 
Regulating (water quality maintenance by reducing eutrophication symptons), of which the 
latter is of special relevance in the environmental evaluation carried by FARM.  
By removing nitrogen from the waterbodies, shellfish aquaculture may provide a similar service 
such as WWTPs and reduce eutrophication symptoms (e.g., Petersen et al., 2008; see Chapter 
2.3 of the present work), thus improving water quality in estuaries. In short, FARM assesses the 
mass balance of carbon and nitrogen that measures the difference between inputs, such as 
phytoplankton and detritus, measured in carbon units, kg C (Rose et al., 2015), further converted 
to nitrogen based on the Redfield ratio (Ferreira et al., 2007); and outputs, namely excretion and 
faeces that are deposited to the seabed, transferring the organic nitrogen present in the inputs 
to the sediments (benthic-pelagic coupling) (Dame et al., 1989; Rice, 2008). The difference is 
negative as shellfish remove nitrogen and can be further converted into Population equivalent 
(PEQ). 
After PEQ conversion, the potential economic return is then evaluated, according to each farm’s 
nitrogen removal by taking in consideration nitrogen credits (Ferreira and Bricker, 2015), within 
the scope of EPA’s water quality trading (EPA, 2013)/nutrient trading: one source (CBF, n/d) that 
has achieved nutrient removal value higher than required to generate “credits” that can be 
traded to other sources that cannot as easily, or cost-effectively, to reduce its nutrient loadings. 
A credit is a defined as a unit of pollutant reduction (e.g. nitrogen) (EPA, 2017). More information 
about nutrient trading can be consulted in e.g., Newell and Mann, 2012; Newell, 2004; Reitsma 
et al., 2017; Ferreira and Bricker, 2015; Rose et al., 2014. 
The shellfish production associated to the concept farms within suitable areas defined in the GIS 
site selection is the focus of FARM’s application, evaluated by TPP, APP, expenditures and profit. 
Profit is calculated by accounting for TPP and sale price per kg (Pi), as well as total quantity of 
seeds used and its cost per kg (Po). Used values for both Pi and Po were FARM’s default ones (4.6 
€ and 0.9 €, respectively), as they tend to fluctuate (e.g. Jones et al., 1993). 
Considering that farms only account for a small area (< 5000 m2), in order to upscale production 
to larger areas, it should be noted that (in Rose et al., 2015): i) FARM model is only intended for 
local simulations and does not account for potential interactions among neighboring farms; ii) a 
large number of farms within a small waterbody, or if a farm is sited upstream of the modeled 
farms, may result in depletion of local of food sources. The same authors also have emphasized 
that multi-farm interactions must be addressed by system-scale models, as FARM uses in these 
cases may result in an overestimation of actual production; direct comparison of nutrient 
removal among species and between the same species in different locations must be done with 
cautious, as nitrogen removal depends on a combination of environmental characteristics of the 
site, physiological characteristics of the species studied, and cultivation practice employed (Rose 
et al., 2015). 
The following subtopics will address individually each concept farm and respective outputs, and 
afterwards a comparison will be made. 
4.3.1. Concept farm A 
Despite being in an area identified as suitable by the GIS site selection thematic map, concept 
farm A model outputs for a standard density were not favorable for shellfish aquaculture (Table 
32), as after the end of the 395-day cycle, no clams were harvestable (TPP = 0) and harvest 
profits were negative, as seed cost is approximately 0.9 € kg -1. This might be attributed to both 
temperature and salinities from January to March (see Appendix D), which were below 14 ºC 
and 8 psu, respectively. Concerning neap tide, FARM did not register any change on total harvest 
(kg) throughout the cultured cycle (no clams grew); spring tide gathered the best economic 
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output, albeit still far from being economically viable, with a TPP of 20 kg worth of harvested 
clams after the cultured cycle.  
Nutrient removal was not considered for neap tide, as no clams were registered to have grown; 
nutrient treatment in spring tide was positive, amounting 900 €, whereas the total values for 
concept farm A totaled 650 €, with total incomes of 740 and 390 €, respectively.  
Not only higher stocking densities did not improve harvest profits, but also, they increase the 
expenditure in seeds, as more seeds were needed, aggravating the economic deficit in all three 
contexts. Again, neap tide values were the lowest, with farm also not registering any clam 
growing, although since there is an associated nutrient treatment, it is possible to conclude that 
clams did in fact grow, not reaching a total harvest of 1 kg. 
Concerning nutrient removal, both spring tide and farm A accumulated higher income 
associated to nutrient treatment, due to a peak of the total harvest in March (60 and 16 kg, 
respectively), with a marginally better total income. 
Table 32: FARM outputs for concept farm A, concerning a standard stocking density of 100 ind m-2 and 300 ind m-2 
Studied outputs 
Standard density of 100 ind m-2 Stocking density of 300 ind m-2 
Neap  Spring  Farm A total Neap  Spring  Farm A total 
Seed (t TFW) 0.22 0.28 0.28 0.67 0.84 0.84 
TPP (t TFW) 0.00 0.02 0.00* 0.00 0.06 0.00 
APP 0.00 0.08 0.00* 0.00 0.07 0.00 
Harvest profit (k €) -0.20 -0.16 -0.26 -0.62 -0.54 -0.79 
PEQ year-1 1 21 18 2 63 54 
Nutrient treatment (k €) 0.00 0.9 0.65 0.09 2.33 2.05 
Total income (k € y-1) -0.20 0.74 0.39 -0.53 1.79 1.26 
*Values close to 0.00 
 
4.3.2. Concept farm B 
Total values concerning concept farm B are represented in table 33. For a standard stocking 
density of 100 ind m-2, farm B obtained a TPP of 7.1 t TFW and an APP of 22.5 after the cultivation 
period, with a harvest profit of 32.75 thousand euros, for only 4500 m2. Neap tide has achieved 
the highest TPP (7.30 t TFW) and an APP of 22.3, with a harvest profit of 33.7 thousand €, 
whereas spring tide obtained a TPP of 2.43 t TFW, an APP of 7.76 and a harvest profit of 11.2 
thousand €. The APP roughly reflects the output generated by the seed inputs, e.g. 0.32 t TFW 
of seeds have generated 7.3 t of total harvested product. 
PEQ and therefore, nutrient treatment, were proportional to the amount of harvested product, 
with neap and spring tides totaling 4.3 and 2.2 thousand €, respectively, and by association, total 
incomes of 38 and 13.4 thousand €. Total values for farm B achieved a nutrient treatment service 
worth of 3.25 thousand €, with a total income of 36 thousand €. 
For a stocking density of 300 ind m-2, all the outputs were roughly 3 times of those regarding 
standard density. 
The main reason cited for the difference between the economic outputs for neap and spring 
tides is due to the difference of the low tides: by definition, spring tides low tides levels are a 
little lower, whereas neap tides are a little higher than the average values (NOAA, 2017); in turn, 
this affects the amount of time shellfish are exposed to external conditions in the intertidal areas 
(e.g., temperature, predators, DO levels).  
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This way, shellfish are less exposed during neap tides (higher low tide levels), and thus, can 
maintain their usual behaviors and burrowing depths in the sediments (i.e., higher energetic 
efficiency of feeding, metabolic rate – see Table 11) for longer when compared to spring tides. 
During spring tides, clams put more effort in survival than in growth, as they are more exposed 
to predation, have less access to food and must move to deeper sediments to avoid direct 
exposure to air. In short, an assessment of the different levels of the low tides throughout the 
year, within an aquaculture site selection context, is very important to understand both the 
survival and growth of a specific clam population. 
In addition, it could also be hypothesized that the output difference could have been influenced 
by the i) difference in salinity, as both maximum and minimum were registered in spring tides 
(32), which is supported by Neves (2010), and might increase stress conditions for clams 
development; ii) food sources were higher in neap tides, meaning there is more available food 
for clams to feed on: this is further corroborated by Vaz et al. (2011), where it was concluded 
than within the estuary, Chl concentrations decreased during spring tides, while during neaps 
the concentration increased; even though TPM values do not add up to the same authors 
conclusions, as it is higher in neap tides. 
Table 33: FARM outputs for concept farm B, concerning a standard stocking density of 100 ind m-2 and 300 ind m-2 
Studied outputs 
Standard density of 100 ind m-2 Stocking density of 300 ind m-2 
Neap  Spring  Farm B total Neap  Spring  Farm B total 
Seed (t TFW) 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.95 0.95 0.95 
TPP (t TFW) 7.30 2.43 7.10 22.0 7.15 21.25 
APP 22.3 7.76 22.5 23.3 7.57 22.50 
Harvest profit (k €) 33.7 11.2 32.76 101.7 33.0 98.2 
PEQ year-1 107 55 86 322 164 258 
Nutrient treatment (k €) 4.3 2.2 3.25 12.9 6.6 10.3 
Total income (k € y-1) 38.0 13.4 36.01 114.6 39.6 108.5 
 
4.3.3. Discussion 
According to FARM analysis, both concept farms have achieved different levels of economic 
relevance, despite both being within suitable areas as defined by the GIS site selection. Whereas 
harvest profit was restricted by low salinity levels in farm A, producing a financial loss, farm B 
has proven that shellfish aquaculture may be economically viable in a farm-scale level.  
FARM model should not be applied in a multi-farm context, hence the need for more complex 
ecological models to estimate accurately the harvest production for the Manila clam. In the 
methodology, it was proposed the application of a simple equation to project possible harvest 
profit to a larger area than farm-scale (upscale production). 
Upscale production will only be done assuming harvest profit values for concept farm B. Taking 
into consideration its location, it was decided to calculate an estimate of gross economic value 
for all the suitable areas in its vicinities, as defined in the GIS site selection, with a total area of 
approximately 11 km2 (Fig. 43).  
Nutrient treatment economic output was not considered in the upscale production, as there is 
no existing nutrient credit trading market (such as in Maryland or Virginia, USA) and fisheries 
are still illegal. Despite this, its viability could be further evaluated in the case of the 
development of shellfish aquaculture in the estuary and the possibility of the creation of a 
management plan that includes all relevant stakeholders within the vicinities of the estuary. This 
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Fig. 43: Upscaled production area (in blue) 
By applying the equation for the upscaled production’s area, it was calculated an estimated 
gross economic value of approximately 0.4 million € for FARM’s standard stocking density, and 
1.2 million € for a stocking density of 300 ind m-2. TPP in both cases would be close to 86 and 
260 t TFW, respectively.  
The goal of GEV’s calculation was to assess whether shellfish aquaculture would be economically 
viable in a larger scale than farm-scale. It should be added emphasis to the fact that this value is 
merely indicative and probably an overestimation for the real values for the studied stocking 
densities. Higher stocking densities should be found in other areas, representing even a higher 
economic value, although in this case, ecological carrying capacity should be given the 
appropriate consideration, to avoid possible ecological impacts associated with higher density 
of infaunal bivalves. 
In short, gross economic values for 42% of suitable defined by GIS site selection were estimated 
to be 0.4 and 1.2 million €, for a standard stocking density of 100 and 300 ind m-2, respectively. 
Even though the remaining suitable areas must be evaluated, in order to do a more reliable 
comparison, according to the values reported in Ramajal et al. (2016), it is possible to compare 
the gross economic values to those concerning hand harvesting for the whole estuary, whose 
production is estimated to be around 836 to 1,673 t (Ramajal et al., 2016). Assuming the same 
price per kg (4.6 €), the associated economic value is around 3.3 to 7.7 million € year-1; in 
addition, Ramajal et al. (2016) have estimated the hand harvesting production in all the areas 
where it does occur, while in the present work only the suitable areas are being considered. This 
being said, the gross economic values calculated are within the acceptable threshold for those 
highlighted in Ramajal et al. (2016). 
More trustworthy values should be obtained by using more complex and reliable ecological 
models, even though the calculated gross economic values for 42% of the suitable areas defined 
in the GIS selection (Fig. 40) show a considerable potential for the implementation of shellfish 












































This work is based on the trustworthiness of the GIS sources used. Only the latest files 
concerning each source were used, although it was not possible for everything (e.g. 2007 
Portugal’s Land Use Map). Hence, some areas defined as existing and consequently accounted 
for the present study, might not exist in the present, where industries, piers and local markets 
should be highlighted. 
Industries, being identified as a major constraint in the estuary and in this study, can have a 
significant impact if i.e. inactive industries as of yet (2017) were accounted for. This might be 
especially relevant in the Barreiro and Póvoa de Stª Iria areas. Piers were also considered key 
infrastructures for transportation of fishermen to more inaccessible areas and harvested 
products. It was not found any way to confirm and cross-reference the defined piers in the used 
OSM file, so the possibility of fishermen to be unable to use some piers exists; also, some piers 
might not exist. Current speed analysis was based only on four stations, so their interpolation 
was not as good as it could if i.e. 9 stations would be available. And since current speed is a key 
factor for the definition of aquaculture practices, more data would mean more reliable results. 
This was seen in FARM application, since the used current speeds were above the higher 
threshold of the optimal reclassification value, even though they are periodically and its median 
would probably be lower than 1 m s-1. 
Although a very important matter in urban aquaculture, the establishment of safety distances 
from industries and WWTP seem to be lacking on peer reviewed studies, which might be 
attributed to i) polluted areas are disregarded by common sense, due to health and hygiene 
problems (mostly on developed countries) or ii) lack of space and spatial management (i.e., 
China), as well as contaminated water by sewage and industrial waste, which then might have a 
synergy effect with the existing aquaculture farms’ wastewaters (Barboza, 2007; Mao, 2016. 
Future aquaculture projects in the estuary are recommended to avoid siting in uncertain areas 
(near pollution sources) or by assessing each area’s sanitary and health risks by developing a 
sanitary program to the estuary. 
The data used for Environmental and Product Contamination (besides tPAH values) was 
collected in the 1980s and nowadays some variables might be significantly different, namely 
heavy metal concentrations, albeit this is not a major limitation in the present work. In case this 
work is used for any project that aims to develop Tagus Estuary aquaculture, it is recommended 
to use more recent data and if possible collect new samples. 
Product Contamination lacks faecal coliform data, which would have proved very useful in 
screening out more contaminated areas. B2K database had data concerning faecal coliforms, 
although it was not used since values were considered to have changed meanwhile. This can be 
minimized with the application of relaying principles or even depuration units. The use of TEL-
PEL reclassification method was also highlighted as not optimal, in consideration of the used 
range for reclassifying heavy metal concentrations as Moderately Suitable, which was as higher 
than it should: in some cases, lower thresholds of the TEL-PEL range could not have any visible 
or relevant effect on shellfish, while in others it could mean that shellfish are contaminated. This 
may change according to the studied species. Therefore, it is recommended further studies and 
experts participation.  
Product Contamination suitability map has also confirmed what several studies already 
concluded: that the Tagus Estuary is contaminated by heavy metals, which influenced the overall 
suitability of the final suitability map. 
Production Category was considered as the most important, because i) in the last years, Manila 
clam has been expanding and growing within the Tagus Estuary, being in the middle of illegal 
circuit, either the harvesting itself and the selling to restaurants or the transportation to Spain, 
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where it is accounted as a Spanish product; ii) legal requirements have been increasingly more 
demanding to restrict environmental pollution in marine habitats and iii) needed economic 
inputs (i.e. construction of depuration centers or new piers) were tried to be minimized, taking 
advantage of what currently is available. The worst areas irrespective of production were 
identified as being the same ones that scored the highest suitability values for the Environmental 
Category. This might be attributed to that area being in the vicinities of the Pancas saltmarsh, 
on which anthropogenic impact should be minimal. 
The existing environmental conditions can and are supporting the establishment of Manila clam 
populations, even though there are two aspects that need proper attention: i) Manila clam 
survival thresholds must be respected always, to avoid situations such as concept farm A; and 
ii) the existing competition between the exotic and native clam species, and the declining of the 
latter, can lead to its extinction and should be properly managed (see 5.1 for recommendations).  
The created site selection thematic map has merely mirrored what the author have considered 
as the most important aspects to assess where aquaculture practices might be located. Different 
experts and/or different teams, with different goals would have reached a totally different map. 
FARM application has exacerbated the need of including experts of different areas, such as 
heavy metal contaminations, biological conditions for shellfish growth and aquaculture (e.g., 
harvest techniques and hatchery settings), as well as that GIS tools, albeit useful for aquaculture 
siting and decision-making, shoul always be complemented by ecological models: in this context, 
despite being located in an area identified as suitable, concept farm A did not gather enough 
conditions for shellfish aquaculture. On the opposite, farm B has shown that extensive 
aquaculture in only a small intertidal area is able to yield a significant profit, with the associated 
environmental benefits. 
The application of FARM model, although not considered a limitation, should be only seen as 
indicative of what benefits and impacts may lie in the application of shellfish aquaculture within 
the estuary. If further developments are seen in Portuguese aquaculture, more specifically in 
the Tagus estuary, more efficient and complex models must be applied, in order to properly 
evaluate the environmental and socioeconomic effects (e.g. EWN, Nunes et al., 2011; Ferreira 
et al., 2012) and hydrodynamic variables (e.g. MOHID, MARETEC, 2002; Leitão et al., 2003). 
In conclusion, and considering the questions established in Chater 1, Introduction: 
• The major spatial constraints for shellfish aquaculture identified in the Tagus Estuary are 
bathymetry, distance to industry and distance to beach. As already pinpointed, current 
speed would also be considered a major spatial constraint, but the used data restricted 
it.  
• In general, the estuary gathered suitable environmental conditions for shellfish 
aquaculture to prosper, which was already expected since clams are still expanding and 
growing in the estuary. 
• The vicinities of urban areas scored the highest suitability values for production (visual 
impact must be assessed), with the suitability values being progressively lower as urban 
areas were getting more distant. 
• The areas identified as being more contaminated where the same ones already 
emphasized by several studies: Barreiro, Lisbon and Póvoa de Stª Iria. 
• Most areas identified in the site selection map as suitable for aquaculture need an 
impact assessment, since they are within Natura 2000 areas. 
 
If properly managed, shellfish aquaculture in the estuary would provide several ecosystem 
services that would be beneficial to both local and national economy: by developing the existing 
local fishing communities, through the creation of a service mark for the Tagus Estuary, as 
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previously done with the Portuguese oyster (Cultural) and the improvement or even the restate 
of the trade chain, aquaculture production levels would increase, thereby reducing the 
difference of Portugal’s balance between fisheries and aquaculture (Provisioning). In addition, 
the positive environmental effects brought by levelled populations would reduce the amount of 
the limiting nutrient in phytoplankton production, nitrogen (Supporting), and thus, the 
reduction eutrophication symptoms, as well as of the erosion of the ecologically relevant salt 
marshes (Regulatory). 
Therefore, it is possible to conclude that shellfish aquaculture is viable in the Tagus Estuary, 
showing good prospects concerning both environmental and production conditions.  
5.1. Recommendations 
In order to create and enforce an eventual management plan concerning shellfish aquaculture 
in the Tagus Estuary, the author gives the following recommendations: 
• Information about stakeholders should be gathered, such as the existing fishermens’ 
associations, middlemen that enable the transportation of the harvested product to 
retailers and/or markets, and possibly companies interested in the development of 
shellfish aquaculture in the estuary. 
• It is recommended that national entities that encompass aquaculture practices (i.e. 
IPMA, APL, DGRM, APA, ICNF) join efforts to overcome the illegal fishing, as it is an 
interdisciplinary problem: hygiene and sanitary, heavy metal contamination, ecological 
and socioeconomic. 
• A more thorough GIS-based site selection should be made, by establishing a team with 
different experts (e.g. GIS, marine pollution and biology) and the use of recent data, as 
to increase the trustworthiness of shellfish aquaculture siting. It is advised to evaluate 
only the areas that respect the survival thresholds of the Manila clam, since it would 
reduce the odds of an inferior siting, even though the suitable areas are expected to be 
much smaller than in the present work. 
• Relaying areas should be defined, according to the latest data concerning faecal 
coliforms. In case the division according faecal concentration proves to be feasible, 
clams located in a lower EU class area would be transported to a cleaner area. If not, 
depuration units must be created, in order to purify the clams before being sold to the 
public. Areas contaminated by heavy metals must be avoided, as depuration/relaying 
are less efficient. 
• The creation of small Aquaculture Management Areas (AMA) in the scope of an 
integrated coastal management initiative could be done in a first stage, in order to fully 
assess possible difficulties in the trade chain and spatial management, as well as the 
possible profit that it would have and how communities would react: would illegal 
fishing still persist?  
• An appropriate economic analysis for larger areas should be conducted in the scope of 
an ecosystem approach to aquaculture, by taking into account the different types of 
carrying capacity (Inglis et al., 2000; McKindsey et al., 2006). The author further 
recommends an assessment on the ecological carrying capacity, as this study only 
addressed modelling at a farm scale level; as well as the regulatory carrying capacity 
(Ferreira et al., 2013), in order to create a management plan and enforce its compliance. 
• We must learn from previous mistakes, of which the overfishing and bad resource 
management that eventually led to the decline of the Portuguese oyster, are a good 
example.  Hence, the declining of the native clam species must be properly addressed 
and managed.  
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Before deciding how to proceed, this new problematic in the estuary must be seen from 
all the possible perspectives: Should Portuguese authorities treat the invasion and 
expansion of the Manila clam as an IAS and protect the native clam at all costs? Or 
should they take advantage of its economic value? The answer seems very ambiguous, 
and as a serious problem in the estuary, it should not be taken lightlty. As such, adding 
to the lack of data concerning both species’ populations in the estuary, more studies 
should be done in this regard, in order to support as best as possible, the decision-
makers. For this, the author gives the following recommendations (Caddy and Defeo, 
2003): 
▪ Monitor both species’ populations to evaluate their respective numbers 
and which areas have the highest densities. 
▪ Control of predators, as Manila clams are more exposed to predators, 
due to the burrow depth difference. This aims to level the difference 
between both species’ populations. 
▪ Creation of a native species hatchery in the vicinities of the estuary that 
would help to maintain its wild stock. 
▪ Enhancement of the native clams' wild stocks with seeds raised on 
hatchery or laboratory-based larvae spawning and rearing (genetic 


























Aguilar-Manjarrez, J., Soto, D., Brummett, R. (2017). Aquaculture zoning, site selection and area 
management under the ecosystem approach to aquaculture A handbook. FOOD AND 
AGRICULTURE ORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED NATIONS THE WORLD BANK Rome, 2017 
Ali, F., Nakamura, K. (1999). Effect of temperature and relative humidity on the tolerance of the 
Japanese clam, Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams & Reeve), to air exposure. Aquaculture 
Research 30 (9), 629 – 636 pp., doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2109.1999.00303.x  
Almeida, C. (2014). Seafood consumption in Portugal – Patterns, drivers and sustainability. 
Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/16023/1/ulsd069914_td_Cheila_Almeida.pdf  
Anacleto, P. (2014). Clams for Tagus estuary: microbiological, physiological and chemical 
responses to depuration, transport and environmental stress. PhD thesis on Marine biology and 
aquaculture. Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/15838/1/ulsd069747_td_Patricia_Anacleto.pdf 
Anacleto, P., Pedro, S., Nunes, M. L., Rosa, R., Marques, A. (2013). Microbiological composition 
of native and exotic clams from Tagus estuary: Effect of season and environmental parameters. 
Marine Pollution Bulletin 74, 116-124 pp. doi: 0.1016/j.marpolbul.2013.07.019.  
Araújo, F., Pinheiro, T., Alves, L.C., Valerio, P., Gaspar, F., Alves, J., (1998). Elemental composition 
in sediments and water in the Trancao river basin. A preliminary study. Nuclear Instruments and 
Methods in Physics Research Section B: Beam Interactions with Materials and Atoms 136–138, 
1005–1012 pp. 
Araújo, P., Silva, E., Rocha, A., Palma, J. (2004). Optimização de habitats para aves nas salinas do 
Samouco – ZPE Tejo. Fundação para a Proteção e Gestão Ambiental das Salinas do Samouco. 
Project LIFE03 NAT/P/000014. Available at 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/project/Projects/index.cfm?fuseaction=home.showFile
&rep=file&fil=LIFE03_NAT_P_000014_LAYMAN_PT.pdf  
Arredondo, M., Núñez, M. T. (2005). Iron and copper metabolism. Molecular Aspects of 
Medicine 26, 313 – 327 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.mam.2005.07.010 
ATSDR (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry). (2005). Toxicological profile for Zinc. 
U. S Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service. Available at 
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tp60.pdf  
ATSDR (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry). (2007). Toxicological profile for Lead. 
U. S Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service. Available at 
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tp13.pdf  
ATSDR (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry). (2009). Toxicity of Polycyclic 
Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs). U. S Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health 
Service. Available at https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/csem/pah/docs/pah.pdf  
ATSDR (Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry). (2012). Toxicological profile for 
chromium. U. S Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service. Available at 
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/toxprofiles/tp7.pdf  
ATSDR. (2015). Summary data for 2015 Priority List of Hazardous Substances. Division of 
Toxicology and Human Health Sciences. Available at 
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/spl/resources/atsdr_2015_spl_detailed_data_table.pdf  
Baeta, A. (2009). Environmental Impact and Sustainability of Portuguese fisheries. Facultry of 
Sciences of Lisbon University. 
78 
 
Baidya, P., Chutia, D., Sudhakar, S., Goswami, C., Goswami, J., Saikhom, V., Singh, P. S., Sarm, K. 
K. (2014). Effectiveness of Fuzy Overlay Function for Multi-Criteria Spatial Modeling – A case 
study on preparation of land resources map for Mawsynram Block of East Khasi Hills District of 
Meghalaya, India. Journal of Geographic Information System 6, 605 – 612 pp. doi: 
10.4236/jgis.2014.66050  
Bailey, J. (2014). Looking for sustainable solutions in salmon aquaculture. Nordic Journal of 
Applied Ethics 8(1), 22 – 40 pp. 
Baker, S., Hoover, E., Sturmer, L. (2007). The role of salinity in hard clam aquaculture. IFAS 
Extension, University of Florida. Available at http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/pdffiles/FA/FA12800.pdf  
Barboza, D. (2007). In China, Farming Fish in Toxic Waters. Article published in The New York 
Times, available at http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/15/world/asia/15fish.html  
BarcaWin2000 Database, made available by Prof. João Gomes Ferreira. 
http://www.barcawin.com/#Buy  
Barillari, A., Boldrin, A., Pellizzato, M., Turchetto, M., (1990). Condizioni ambientali 
nell’allevamento di Tapes philippinarum. Tapes philippinarum biologia e sperimentazione. In 
Vincenzi, S:, Caramori, G., Rossi, R., De Leo, G. A. (2006). A GIS-based habitat suitability model 
for commercial yield estimation of Tapes phillpinarum in a Mediterranean coastal lagoon (Sacca 
di Goro, Italy). Ecological modelling vol. 193, Issues 1-2, 90 – 104 pp. 
Bartley, D., Casal, C. (1998). Impacts of introductions on the conservation and sustainable use of 
aquatic biodiversity. FAO Aquacult. Newslett. 20, 15-19 pp.   
Bartoli, M. (2016). Country report from Italy. Bull. Jap. Fish. Res. Edu. Agen. No. 42, 115 – 116 
Bartoli, M., Nizzoli, D., Viaroli, P., Turolla, E., Castaldelli, G., Fano, A. E., Rossi, R. (2001). Impacts 
of Tapes philippinarum farming on nutrient dynamics and benthic respiration in the Sacca di 
Goro. In Bidegain, G., Juanes, J. J. (2013). Does expansion of the introduced Manila clam 
Ruditapes philippinarum cause competitive displacement of the European native clam Ruditapes 
decussatus?. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 445, 44 – 52 pp.de  
Baselt, R.C., Cravey, R. H. (1995). Disposition of Toxic Drugs and Chemicals in Man. In 
Tchounwou, P. B., Yedjou, C. G., Patlolla, A. K. (2012). Heavy metals toxicity and the 
environment. Molecular, Clinical and Environmental Toxicology, vol. 101, 133 – 164 pp. 
Bento, V. (2008). Oysters return to the Tagus Estuary: Through an ecological model. Msc’ thesis 
in Environmental Management Systems. Available at 
https://run.unl.pt/bitstream/10362/1908/1/Bento_2008.pdf  
Bettencourt, A. M. M., Andrae, M. O., Cais, Y., Gomes, M. L., Schebek, L., Vilas Boas, L. F., 
Rapsomanikis, S. (1999). Organotin in the Tagus Estuary. In Bento, V. (2008). Oysters return to 
the Tagus Estuary: Through an ecological model. Msc’ thesis in Environmental Management 
Systems. Available at https://run.unl.pt/bitstream/10362/1908/1/Bento_2008.pdf  
Bettencourt, F., Matias, D., Soares, F. (2012). Microbiological monitoring of Bivalve molluscs 
growing areas: a Food safety and Public Health approach. In Anacleto, P. (2014). Clams for Tagus 
estuary: microbiological, physiological and chemical responses to depuration, transport and 
environmental stress. PhD thesis on Marine biology and aquaculture. Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/15838/1/ulsd069747_td_Patricia_Anacleto.pdf  
Berry, W.J., Boothman, W.S., Serbst, J.R., Edwards, P.A. (2004). Predicting the toxicity of 
chromium in sediments. Environ Toxicol Chem 23, 2981–2992 pp. doi: 10.1897/03-599.1  
79 
 
Best, M., Wither, A., Coates, S. (2007). Dissolved oxygen as a physio-chemical supporting 
element in the Water Framework Directive. Marine Pollution Bulletin 55, 53-64 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2006.08.037  
Bhushan, N., Rai, K. (2004). Strategic Decision Making: Applying the Analytic Hierarchy Process. 
Decision Engineering, 172 pp. doi:  
10.1007/b97668  
Bidegain, G., Juanes, J. J. (2013). Does expansion of the introduced Manila clam Ruditapes 
philippinarum cause competitive displacement of the European native clam Ruditapes 
decussatus?. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 445, 44 – 52 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2013.04.005  
Birawida, A. B., Hadju, V., Baka, S., Nurdin, A. (2014). Health Risks Analysis of Lead due to the 
Consumption of Shellfish (Anadara. Sp) among the Coastal Communities in Makassar City. 
International Journal of Scientific and Research Publications 4(3) 
Bondad-Reantaso, M. G., Subasinghe, R. P., Josupeit, H., Cai, J., Zhou, X. (2012). The role of 
crustacean fisheries and aquaculture in global food security: Past, present and future. Journal of 
Invertebrate Pathology 110, 158 – 165 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jip.2012.03.010  
Botton, M.L., Johnson, K., Helleby, L. (1998). Effects of copper and zinc on embryos and larvae 
of the horseshoe crab, Limulus polyphemus. Arch. Environ. Contam. Toxicol. 35(1), 25- 32 pp. 
Bouloubassi, I., Méjanelle, L., Pete, R., Fillaux, J., Lorre, A. (2006) Point, Transport by sinking 
particles in the open Mediterranean Sea: a 1 year sediment trap study, Mar. Pollut. Bull. 52, 
560–571 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.10.003  
Bourne, N. (1982). Distribution, reproduction and growth of Manila clam, Tapes philippinarum 
(Adams and Reeves), in British Columbia. J. Shellfish Res. 2: 47-54 pp. 
Bourne, N., Farlinger, S. (1982). Clam survey, Clayoquot Sound, British Columbia - 1980. Can. 
Man. Rep. Fish. Aquat. Sci. 1634, 93 pp. 
Breber, P. (1996) Can we use indicator species to define the quality of a lagoon? In EUCC, 
Management of coastal lagoons in Albania. In Humphreys, J., Harris, M.R.C., Herbert, R.J.H., 
Farrell, P., Jensen, A., Cragg, S.M. (2015). Introduction, dispersal and naturalization of the Manila 
clam Ruditapes philippinarum in British estuaries. J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. UK, 1980–2010  
Bricker, S.B., Ferreira, J.G., Simas, T. (2003). An integrated methodology for assessment of 
estuarine trophic status. In Ferreira, J. G., Hawkins, A. J. S., Bricker, S. B. (2007). Management of 
productivity, environmental effects and profitability of shellfish aquaculture – the Farm 
Aquaculture Resource Management (FARM) model. Aquaculture 264, 160 – 174 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.12.017  
Brondani, G. (2015). Identificação das fontes de contaminação fecal nas águas superficiais do 
Rio Tejo. Msc thesis on Biomedicine and Molecular Genetic. Available at 
https://run.unl.pt/bitstream/10362/16446/1/Brondani_2015.pdf  
Brumbaugh, R. D., Toropova, C. (2008). Economic evaluation of ecosystem services: A new 
impetus for shellfish restoration? Integrated Management of Coastal and Freshwater Systems 
(IMCAFS) Vol. 2, Issue 2. Available at 
https://www.conservationgateway.org/Documents/Brumbaugh-ToropovaBasinsCoast.pdf  
Buitrago, J., Rada, M., Hernández, H., Buitrago, E. (2005). A single-use site selection technique, 
using GIS, for aquaculture planning: choosing locations for mangrove oyster raft culture in 




Byron, C., Link, J., Costa-Pierce, B., Bengtson, D. (2011). Modeling ecological carrying capacity of 
shellfish aquaculture in highly flushed temperate lagoons. Aquaculture 314 (1-4), 87 – 99 pp. 
doi: 10.1016/j.aquaculture.2011.02.019  
Cabral, H.N., Costa, M.J.,Salgado, J.P., (1999). Differential use of nursery areas within the Tagus 
estuary by sympatric soles, Solea solea and Solea senegalensis. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 
56,: 389-397 pp. Doi: 10.1023/A:1007571523120 
Caçador, I., Caetano, M., Duarte, B., Vale, C., (2009). Stock and losses of trace metals from salt 
marsh plants. Mar Mar Environ. Res. 67, 75-82 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marenvres.2008.11.004  
Caçador, I., Costa, J. L., Duarte, B., Silva, G., Medeiros, J. P., Azeda, C., Castro, N., Freitas, J., 
Pedro, S., Almeida, P. R., Cabral, H., Costa, M. J. (2012a). Macroinvertebrates and fishes as 
biomonitors of heavy metal concentration in the Seixal Bay (Tagus Estuary): Which species 
perform better?. Ecological Indicators 19, 184-190 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.09.007  
Caçador, I., Duarte, B., (2012b). Tagus estuary salt marsh structure and dynamics: a historical 
perspective. In: Jordan, S.J. (Ed.), Estuaries: Classification, Ecology and Human Impacts. Nova 
Science Publishers, 41-56 pp. 
Caçador, I., Vale, C. & Catarino, F. (1996). Accumulation of Zn, Pb, Cu and Ni in sediments 
between roots of the Tagus estuary salt marshes, Portugal. Est. Coast. Shelf Sci., 42: 393-403 pp. 
doi: https://doi.org/10.1006/ecss.1996.0026  
Caddy, J. F., Defeo, O. (2003). Enhancing or restoring the productivity of natural populations of 
shellfish and other marine invertebrates resources. FAO Fisheries Technical Paper No. 448. 159 
pp. 
Cagauan, A. G. (2007). Exotic Aquatic Species Introduction in the Philippines for Aquaculture – A 
Threat to Biodiversity or A Boon to the Economy?. Journal of Environmental Science and 
management 10(1), 48 – 62 pp. 
Caill-Milly, N., J. Bobinet, M. Lissardy, G. Morandeau & F. Sanchez. (2008). Campagne 
d’e´valuation du stock de palourdes du bassin d’Arcachon—Anne´e 2008. In Quinteiro, J., Pérez-
Diéguez, A., Sánchez, R., Perez-Martin, I., Sotelo, C. G., Rey-Méndez, M. (2011). Journal of 
Shellfish Research 30(3), 791 – 796 pp. 
Campuzano, F. J., Fernandes, R., Leitão, P. C., Viegas, C., de Pablo, H., Neves, R. (2012). 
Implementing local operational models based on an offline downscaling technique: The Tagus 
estuary case. 2ª Jornada de Engenharia Hidrográfica 
Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment. (2001). Canadian sediment quality guidelines 
for the protection of aquatic life: Introduction. Updated. In: Canadian environmental quality 
guidelines, 1999, Canadian Council of Ministers of the Environment, Winnipeg. Available at 
http://ceqg-rcqe.ccme.ca/download/en/317  
Canário, J., Vale, C., Caetano, M., Madureira, M. (2003). Mercury in contaminated sediments 
and pore waters enriched in sulphate (Tagus Estuary, Portugal). Environmental Pollution 126, 
425–433 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(03)00234-3  
Canu, D. M., Campostrini, P., Riva, S. D., Pastres, R., Pizzo, L., Rossetto, L., Solidoro, C. (2011). 
Addressing sustainability of clam farming in the Venice Lagoon. Ecology and Society 16(3), 26 
pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.5751/ES-04263-160326  
Cardellicchio, N., Annicchiarico, C., Assennato, G., Blonda, M., Di Leo. (2010). Preliminary results 
of pollutants biomonitoring in coastal marine and transitional waters of Apulia Region (Southern 
Italy). In Spada, I., Annicchiarico, C., Cardellicchio, N., Giandomenico, S., Di Leo, A. (2013). Heavy 
81 
 
metals monitoring in the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis from the Apulian coast (Southern 
Italy). Mediterranean Marine Science 14(1), 99 – 108 pp. Doi: 10.12681/mms.323 
Carswell, B., Cheesman, S., Anderson, J. (2006). The use of spatial analysis for environmental 
assessment of shellfish aquaculture in Baynes Sound, Vancouver Island, British Columbia, 
Canada. Aquaculture 253 (1-4), 408 – 414 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.aquaculture.2005.08.024  
Carvalho, M.L., Pereira, R.A., Brito, J. (2002). Heavy metals in soft tissues of Tursiops truncatus 
and Delphinus delphis from west Atlantic Ocean by X-ray spectrometry. The Science of the Total 
Environment, 292: 247-2 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0048-9697(01)01131-7  
Carver, S. J. (1991). Integrating multi-criteria evaluation with geographical information systems. 
Int. J. Geogr. Inform. Syst. 5 (3), 321 – 339 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02693799108927858  
Chainho, P., Fernandes, A., Amorim, A., Ávila, S., Canning-clode, J., Castro, J., Costa, A., Costa, J. 
L., Cruz, T., Gollasch, S., Grazziotin-Soares, C., Melo, R., Micael, J., Parente, M., Semedo, J., Silva, 
T., Sobral, D., Sousa, M., Torres, P., Veloso, V., Costa, M. J. (2015). Non-indigenous species in 
Portuguese coastal áreas, coastal lagoons, estuaries and islands. Estuarine, Coastal & Shelf 
Science 167, 199 – 211 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2015.06.019  
Chesapeake Bay Foundation (CBF). (n/d). Facts about Nutrient Trading. Philipp Merrill 
Environmental Center 
Cheung, K. C.; Leung, H. M.; Kong, K. Y.; Wong, M. H. (2007). Residual levels of DDTs and PAHs 
in freshwater and marine fish fromHong Kong markets and their health risk assessment. In Xia, 
K., Hagood, G., Childers, C., Atkins, J., Rogers, B., Ware, L., Armbrust, K., Jewell, J., Diaz, D., 
Gatian, N., Folmer, H. (2012). Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in Mississippi Seafood 
from Areas Affected by the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill. Environmental Science & Technology 
46, 5310 – 5318 pp.  doi: 10.1021/es2042433  
Chew, K. (1989). Manila clam biology and fishery development in western North America. In 
Dang, C., de Montaudouin, X., Gam, M., Paroissin, C., Bru, N., Caill-Milly, N. (2010). The Manila 
clam population in Arcachon Bay (SW France): Can it be kept sustainable?. Journal of Sea 
Research 63(2), 108 – 118 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.seares.2009.11.003  
Chew, K. (1989). Manila clam biology and fishery development in western North America. In 
Manzi, J. J., Castagnha, M. (n/). Clam mariculture in North America. Development in Aquaculture 
and Fischeries Science 19, 243 – 261 pp.  
Choi, H., Harrison, R., Komulainen, H., Saborit, J. M. D. (2010). Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. 
WHO Guidelines for Indoor Air Quality: Selected Pollutants. Available at 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK138709/  
Clark, J. R. (1992). Integrated management of coastal zones. Food and Agriculture Organization 
of the United Nations Rome, 1992 
Cloern, J. E. (1982). Does the benthos control phytoplankton biomas in south San Francisco Bay?. 
Marine Ecology Progress Series 9, 191 – 202 pp. 
CMLisboa (2014). Principais descargas de águas residuais urbanas no Estuário do Tejo - 
Caracterização físico-quimica e radiologica 2003 – 2013.  
Coimbra, J. (1998). Modern Aquaculture in the Coastal Zone: lessons and opportunities. Nato 
Science Series. Series A. Life Sciences – Vol. 314 
Çolakoğlu, S., Palaz, M. (2014). Some population parameters of Ruditapes philippinarum 
(Bivalvia, Veneridae) on the southern coast of the Marmara Sea, Turkey. Helgoland Marine 
Research 68 (4), 539 – 548. doi:10.1007/s10152-014-0410-7  
82 
 
Copernicus. (2012). Corine Land Cover 2012. Retrieved at December 13, 2016, from 
http://land.copernicus.eu/pan-european/corine-land-cover/clc-2012  
Cordero, D., Delgado, M., Liu, B., Ruesink, J., Saavedra, C. (2017). Population genetics of the 
Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) introduced in North America and Europe. Scientific 
Reports 7, doi: 10.1038/srep39745 
Costa-Pierce, B. (2002). Ecology as the paradigm for the future of aquaculture. In: CostaPierce, 
B. (Ed.), Ecological Aquaculture: The Evolution of the Blue Revolution. Blackwell Science, Oxford, 
UK, 339–372 pp. 
Coughlan, B. M., Moroney, G. A., van Pelt, F. N. A. M., O’Brien, N. M., Davenport, J., O’Halloran, 
J. (2009). The effects of salinity on the Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) using the neutral 
red retention assay with adapted physiological saline solutions. Marine Pollution Bulletin 58, 
1680 – 1684 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2009.06.020 
Council of Ministers Resolution No. 177/2008 of 24 November of 2008. Republic Diary 
Council Regulation (EC) No 850/98 of 30 March 1998 for the conservation of fishery resources 
through technical measures for the protection of juveniles of marine organisms. Official Journey 
of European Union L 125/1 
Council Regulation (EC) No. 708/2007 of 11 June 2007 concerning use of alien and locally absent 
species in aquaculture. Official Journal of the European Union L 168/1 
Croteau, M., Luoma, S. N., Stewart, A. R. (205). Trophic transfer of metals along freshwater food 
webs: Evidence of cadmium biomagnification in nature. Limnol. Oceanogr. 50(5), 1511 – 1519 
pp. Doi: 10.4319/lo.2005.50.5.1511 
Cunha, V. (2010). Redução do teor de contaminantes químicos em bivalves provenientes do 
Estuário do Tejo. ISA-UTL 
Daly, T. (2013). Coastal saltmarsh, PrimeFact. NSW Department of Primary Industries. First 
Edition. 
Dame, R., SPurrier, J., Wolaver, T. (1989). Carbon, nitrogen and phosphorus processing by an 
oyster reef. In Rice, M. (2008). Environmental effects of shellfish aquaculture in the Northeast. 
Northeast Regional Aquaculture Center (NRAC) Publication No. 105. Available at 
https://shellfish.ifas.ufl.edu/wp-content/uploads/Environmental-Effects-of-Shellfish-
Aquaculture-in-the-Northeast.pdf     
Dang, C., de Montaudouin, X., Gam, M., Paroissin, C., Bru, N., Caill-Milly, N. (2010). The Manila 
clam population in Arcachon Bay (SW France): Can it be kept sustainable?. Journal of Sea 
Research 63(2), 108 – 118 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.seares.2009.11.003  
Dapueto, G., Massa, F., Costa, S., Cimoli, L., Olivari, E., Chiantore, M., Federici, B., Povero, P. 
(2015). A spatial multi-criteria evaluation for site selection of offshore marine fish farm in the 
Liguarian Sea, Italy. Ocean & Coastal Management 116, 64 – 77 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2015.06.030  
Deal, H. (2005). Sustainable shellfish: Recommendations for responsible aquaculture. David 
Suzuki Foundation. 
Decree No. 42090 of January 7, 1959. Government Gazette No. 266, 1st series of Ministry of 
Overseas Territories. Available at https://dre.pt/application/file/515559 




Delgado, M., Pérez-Camacho, A. (2007a). Influence of temperature on gonadal development 
of Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams and Reeve, 1850) with special reference to ingested food 
and energy balance. Aquculture 264 (1-4), 398 – 407 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.11.009 
Delgado, M., Pérez-Camacho, A. (2007b). Comparative study of gonadal development of 
Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams and Reeve) and Ruditapes decussatus (L.) (Mollusca: Bivalvia): 
Influence of temperature. Scientia Marina 71(3), 471 – 484 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3989/scimar.2007.71n3471 
Designing Buildings. (2017). Types of roads and street. Retrieved at March 5, 2017, from 
https://www.designingbuildings.co.uk/wiki/Types_of_road_and_street#Secondary  
Dias, J.M., Valentim, J.M. (2011). Numerical modeling of Tagus estuary tidal dynamics. Journal 
of Coastal Research 64, 1495-1499 pp. 
Dias, M., Peste, F., Granadeiro, J., Palmeirim, J. (2008). Does traditional shellfishing affect 
foraging by waders? The case of the Tagus Estuary (Portugal). Acta Oecológica 33, 188-196 pp. 
doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actao.2007.10.005  
Dimitrakakis, E., Hahladakis, J., Gidarakos, E. (2014). The “Sea Diamond” shipwreck: 
Environmental impact assessment in the water column and sediments of the wreck area. Int. J. 
Environ. Sci. Technol. 11 (5), 1421 – 1432 pp. doi: 10.1007/s13762-013-0331-z  
Directive 2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 23 October 2000 
establishing a framework for Community action in the field of water policy. Official Journal L 
327, 1 – 73 pp. 
Directive 2008/56/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 June 2008. Officla 
Journal of the European Union L 164/19. 
Directive 2009/147/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 30 November 2009 on 
the conservation of wild birds. Official Journal of the European Union L20/7 
Directive 92/43/EC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora, OJ L 206 
of 22.7.1992, 7 p. 
Duarte, B., Caçador, I., Marques, J. C., Croudace, I. W. (2013). Tagus estuary salt marshes 
feedback to sea level rise over a 40-year period: Insights from the application of geochemical 
indices. Ecological indicators 34, 268-276 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2013.05.015  
Dumbauld, B. R., Ruesink, J. L., Rumrill, S. S. (2009). The ecological role of bivalve shellfish 
aquaculture in the estuarine environment: A review with application to oyster and clam culture 
in West Coast (USA) estuaries. Aquaculture 290, 196-223 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2009.02.033  
Eastman, R. (1999). Multi-criteria evaluation and GIS. Chap. 35. Available at 
http://www.geos.ed.ac.uk/~gisteac/gis_book_abridged/files/ch35.pdf  
EEA. (2014). Corine Land Cover 2006 seamless vector data. Retrieved at October 20, 2016, from 
http://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/clc-2006-vector-data-version-3#tab-gis-data. 
More informations about Corine Land Cover 2006 can be found: Büttner, G., Kosztra, B., 
Maucha, G., Pataki, R. (2012). Implementation and achievements of CLC2006. Revised Final Draft  
EEA. (2016). Natura 2000 data – the European network of protected sites. Retrieved at 
December 9, 2016, from http://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/natura-7  
El-Shenawy, N.S. (2004). Heavy metal and microbial depuration of the clam Ruditapes 
decussatus and its effect on bivalve behavior and physiology. In Anacleto, P. (2014). Clams for 
Tagus estuary: microbiological, physiological and chemical responses to depuration, transport 
84 
 
and environmental stress. PhD thesis on Marine biology and aquaculture. Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/15838/1/ulsd069747_td_Patricia_Anacleto.pdf  
Elston, R.A., Cheney, D.P., MacDonald, B.F., Suhrbier, A.D. (2003). Tolerance and response of 
Manila clams, Venerupis philippinarum (A. Adams and Reeve, 1850) to low salinity. In Coughlan, 
B. M., Moroney, G. A., van Pelt, F. N. A. M., O’Brien, N. M., Davenport, J., O’Halloran, J. (2009). 
The effects of salinity on the Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) using the neutral red 
retention assay with adapted physiological saline solutions. Marine Pollution Bulletin 58, 1680 – 
1684 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2009.06.020 
EPA. (2013). Testimony of Michael H. Shapiro Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator for 
Water, U.S Environmental Protection Agency, Before the subcommittee on water and wildlife 
committee on environment and public works. Available at 
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2013-
09/documents/nutrient_trading_and_water_quality.pdf  
European Comission (EC). (2002). Assessment of plans and projects significantly affecting Natura 
2000 sites – Methodological guidance on the provisions of Article 6(3) and (4) of the Habitats 
Directive 92/43/EEC.  In 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/management/docs/art6/natura_2000_a
ssess_en.pdf  
European Commission (EC). (2012a). Guidance on Aquaculture and Nature 2000. Sustainable 
aquaculture activities in the context of the Natura 2000 Network. In 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/management/docs/Aqua-
N2000%20guide.pdf  
European Commission (EC). (2013). Communication from the commission to the European 
Parliament, the Council, the European economic and social committee and the committee of 
the regions. Strategic Guidelines for the sustainable development of EU aquaculture, 1 – 4 pp. 
European Commission (EC). (2016a). Our Oceans, Seas and Coasts. Legislation: the Marine 
Directive. Retrieved at February 14, 2017, from http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/eu-
coast-and-marine-policy/marine-strategy-framework-directive/index_en.htm  
European Commission (EC). (2016b). On the application of the Water Framework Directive 
(WFD) and the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) in relation to aquaculture. 
Available at http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/pdf/SWD_2016_178.pdf  
European Commission (EC). (2016c). Natura 2000. In Practice. Retrieved at February 24, 2017, 
from http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/index_en.htm  
European Environment Agency (EEA). (2012). The impacts of invasive alien species in Europe. 
EEA Technical report, No. 16/2012 
European Market Observatory for Fisheries and Aquaculture Products (EUMOFA). (2016). The 
EU fish market 2016 edition: highlights, the Eu in the world, EU market supply, consumption, 
trade, EU landings, aquaculture production, processing. Maritime Affairs and Fisheries. Available 
at http://www.eumofa.eu/documents/20178/77960/The+EU+fish+market+-+2016+Edition.pdf  
Falconer, L., Telfer, T., Ross, L. (2016). Investigation of a novel approach for aquaculture site 
selection. Journal of Environmental Management 181, 791 – 804 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.07.018  
Fang, Z.Q., Cheung, R.Y., Wong, M.H., (2003). Heavy metals in oysters, mussels and clams 
collected from coastal sites along the Pearl River Delta, South China. In Spada, L., Annichiarico, 
C., Cardellicchio, N., Giandomenico, S., Di Leo, A. (2013). Heavy metals monitoring in the mussel 
85 
 
Mytilus galloprovincialis from the Apulian coast (Southern Italy). Mediterranean Marine Science 
14 (1), 99 – 108 pp. doi: 10.12681/mms.323  
FAO. (1976). A framework for land evaluation. Soil resources development and conservation 
service land and water development division  
FAO. (1989). Aquaculture Systems and Practices: A Selected Review. United Nations 
Development Programme. Rome, 1989 
FAO. (2003). Diet, nutrition and the prevention of chronic diseases. WHO Technical Report Series 
916 
FAO. (2009). Measuring the contribution of small-scale aquaculture: An assessment. FAO 
Fisheries and Aquaculture Technical Paper 535. 
FAO. (2013). Aquatic invasive alien species – top issues for their management Outcomes from 
the IFI/EIFAAC conference “Freshwater Invasives – Networking for Strategy” (FINS). European 
Inland Fisheries and Aquaculture Advisory Commission. EIFAAC Occasional Paper No. 50. 
Available at http://www.fao.org/3/a-i4663e.pdf  
FAO. (2016). The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture, Contributing to Food Security and 
Nutrition for all. 200 pp. 
FAO. (2017a). A world overview of species of interest to fisheries, Salmo salar. FIGIS species Fact 
Sheets. Text by SIDP – Species Identification and Data Programme. Retrieved at March 24, 2017, 
from http://www.fao.org/fishery/culturedspecies/Salmo_salar/en#tcNA0078  
FAO. (2017b). Cultured Aquatic Species Information Programme, Crassostrea gigas. Text by 
Helm, M. M. Retrieved at March 24, 2017, from 
http://www.fao.org/fishery/culturedspecies/Crassostrea_gigas/en  
FAO. (2017c). Cultured Aquatic Species Information Programme, Ruditapes philippinarum 
(Adams & Reeve, 1850). Retrieved at March 25, 2017, from 
http://www.fao.org/fishery/culturedspecies/Ruditapes_philippinarum/en  
Fauconneau, B. (2002). Health value and safety quality of aquaculture products. Revue de 
Médecine Vétérinaire, 153(5): 331-336 pp. 
Ferreira, J. G., Hawkins, A. J. S., Bricker, S. B. (2007). Management of productivity, environmental 
effects and profitability of shellfish aquaculture – the Farm Aquaculture Resource Management 
(FARM) model. Aquaculture 264, 160 – 174 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.12.017  
Ferreira, J. G., Simas, T., Nobre, A., Silva, M. C., Shifferegger, K., Lencart-Silva, J. (2003). 
Identification of sensitive areas and vulnerable zones in transitional and coastal Portuguese 
systems: Application of the United States National Estuarine Eutrophication Assessment to the 
Minho, Lima, Douro, Ria de Aveiro, Mondego, Tagus, Sado, Mira, Ria Formosa and Guadiana 
Systems, 79 – 94 pp. 
Ferreira, J.G., Aguilar-Manjarrez, J., Bacher, C., Black, K., Dong, S.L., Grant, J., Hofmann, E., 
Kapetsky, J.M., Leung, P.S., Pastres, R., Strand, Ø., Zhu, C.B. (2010). Expert Panel Presentation 
V.3. Progressing aquaculture through virtual technology and decision- making tools for novel 
management. Book of Abstracts, Global Conference on Aquaculture 2010. FAO/NACA/Thailand 
Department of Fisheries, Phuket, Thailand. 22–25 September 2010 
Ferreira, J.G., Sequeira, A., Hawkins, A.J.S., Newton, A., Nickell, T., Pastres, R., Forte, J., Bodoy, 
A., Bricker, S.B. (2009a). Analysis of coastal and offshore aquaculture: application of the FARM 




Ferreira, J.G., Grant, J., Verner-Jeffreys, D.W., and Taylor, N.G.H. (2013). Carrying Capacity for 
Aquaculture, Modeling Frameworks for Determination of. In: Christou, P., Savin, R., Costa-
Pierce, B., Misztal, I., and Whitelaw, B. (eds.). Sustainable Food Production, Springer, Science + 
Business Media New York, 417- 448 pp. 
Ferreira, J. G., Bricker, S. B. (2015). Goods and services of extensive aquaculture: shellfish culture 
and nutrient trading. Aquaculture International 24(3), 803 – 825 pp. doi: 10.1007/s10499-015-
9949-9  
Ferreira, J.G., Zhu, C.B., Bricker, S.B. (2009b). Eutrophication and aquaculture: la vie en rose? 
Eutrophication, integrated multi-trophic aquaculture, and top-down control. In Silva, C., 
Ferreira, J. G., Bricker, S. B., DelValls, T. A., Martín-Diaz, M. L., Yáñez, E. (2011). Site selection for 
shellfish aquaculture by means of GIS and farm-scale models, with an emphasis on data-poor 
environments. Aquaculture 318(3-4), 444 – 457 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2011.05.033  
Figuères, G., Martin, J., Meybeck, M., Seyler, P. (1985). A comparative study of mercury 
contamination in the Tagus estuary (Portugal) and major French estuaries (Gironde, Loire, 
Rhone). Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 20, 183–203 pp. 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada (DFO). (2017). The ecological effects of clam harvesting by 
mechanical means in St Mary's Bay, Nova Scotia. Retrieved at March 28, 2017, from 
http://www.dfo-mpo.gc.ca/science/rp-pr/acrdp-pcrda/projects-projets/G-12-01-001-eng.html  
Flassch, J. P., Leborgne, Y. (1992). Introduction in Europe, from 1972 to 1980, of the Japanese 
Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) and the effects on aquaculture production and natural 
settlement. ICES mar. Sci. Symp. 194, 92 – 96 pp. 
Formigari, A., Irato, P., Santon, A. (2007). Zinc, antioxidant systems and metallothionein in metal 
mediated-apoptosis: biochemical and cytochemical aspects. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. Part C: 
Toxicol. Pharmacol. 146 (4), 443–459 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.cbpc.2007.07.010  
Forrest, B.M., Keeley, N.B., Hopkins, G.A., Webb, S.C., Clement, D.M. (2009). Bivalve aquaculture 
in estuaries: review and synthesis of oyster cultivation effects. Aquaculture 298: 1-15 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2009.09.032  
Fortunato, A. B., Baptista, A. M., Luettich, R. A. (1997). A three-dimensional model of tidal 
currents in the mouth of the Tagus Estuary. Continental Shelf Research, Vol. 17, 1689-1774 pp. 
doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0278-4343(97)00047-2  
França, S., Vinagre, C., Caçador, I., Cabral, H. N. (2005). Heavy metal concentrations in sediment, 
benthic invertebrates and fish in three salt marsh areas subjected to different pollution loads in 
the Tagus Estuary (Portugal). Marine Pollution Bulletin 50, 993-1018 pp. doi: 
10.1016/j.marpolbul.2005.06.040  
Frazier, J. M. (1979). Bioaccumulation of Cadmium in Marine Organisms. Environmental Health 
Perspectives 28, 75 -79 pp.  
Freire, P. (2003). Evoluçao Morfo-Sedimentar de Margens Estuarinas. Estuário do Tejo, Portugal. 
PhD thesis. Lisbon University, 380 pp 
Freire, P., Taborda, R., Andrade, C. (2006). Caraterização das praias estuarinas do Tejo. 
Associação Portuguesa dos Recursos Hídricos: Projecto BERNA – Evolução de praias em zonas 
de fetch restricto: análise experimental e numérica. Available at http://www-
ext.lnec.pt/LNEC/bibliografia/DHA/freire-et-al%2006.pdf  
Fukunaga, A., Anderson, M. J. (2011). Bioaccumulation of copper, lead and zinc by the bivalves 
Macomona liliana and Austrovenus stutchburyi. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and 
Ecology 396, 244 – 252 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2010.10.029   
87 
 
Gallardi, D. (2014). Effects of Bivalve Aquaculture on the Environment and Their Possible 
Mitigation: A Review. Fish Aquac J 5, 105 pp.  Doi: 10.4172/2150-3508.1000105  
Gallardo, B., Clavero, M., Sánchez, M. I., Vilà, M. (2016). Global ecological impacts of invasive 
species in aquatic ecosystems. Global Change Biology 22, 151 – 163 pp. Doi: 10.1111/gcb.13004  
Gameiro, C., Cartaxana, P., Cabrita, M.T. & Brotas, V. (2004). Variability in chlorophyll and 
phytoplankton composition in an estuarine system. Hydrobiologia, 525: 113-124 pp. Doi: 
10.1023/B:HYDR.0000038858.29164.31  
Gächter, R., Geiger, W. (1979). MELIMEX, an experimental heavy metal pollution study: Behavior 
of heavy metals in aquatic food chain. In Newman, M. C. (1998). Fundamentals of Ecotoxicology, 
Third Edition. CRC Press, 571 pp. 
Garaulet, L. (2011). Estabelecimento do bivalve exótico Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams & 
Reeve, 1850) no estuário do Tejo: caraterização da população atual e análise comparativa com 
a congénere nativa Ruditapes decussatus (Linnaeus, 1758) e macrofauna bentónica 
acompanhante. Marine Ecology Dissertation, Facultry of Science, University of Lisbon. 
Gholami, P., Lew, S. Q., Klontz, K. C. (1998). Raw shellfish consumption among renal disease 
patients. A risk factor for severe Vibrio vulnificus infection. Am J Prev Med 15(3), 243 – 245 pp. 
doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0749-3797(98)00051-8  
Giap, D. H., Yi, Y., Yakupitiyage, A. (2005). GIS for land evaluation for shrimp farming in Haiphong 
of Vietnam. Ocean & Coastal Management (48), 51 – 63 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2004.11.003  
Gibson, J. P, Price, A. R. G., Young, E. (1993). Guidelines for developing a coastal zone 
management plan for Belize: the GIS database. A Marine Conservation and Development Report. 
IUCN. 
Gillespie, G. E., Bower, S. M., Marcus, K. L., Kieser, D. (2012). Biological synopsises for three 
exotic molluscs, Manila Clam (Venerupis philippinarum), Pacific Oyster (Crassostrea gigas) and 
Japanese Scallop (Mizuhopecten yessoensis) licensed for Aquaculture in British Columbia. 
Fisheries and Oceans Canada  
Global Invasive Species Programme (GISP). (2005). Module 1: Introduction to Invasive Alien 
Species. Available at 
http://www.issg.org/pdf/publications/GISP/GISP_TrainingCourseMaterials/Management/Man
aginginvasivesModule1.pdf  
Godt, J., Scheidig, F., Grosse-Siestrup, C., Esche, V., Brandenburg, P., Reich, A., Groneberg, D. A. 
(2006). The toxicity of cadmium and resulting hazards for human health. J Occup Med Toxicol 1, 
22 pp. doi: 10.1186/1745-6673-1-22  
Goldburg, R.J., Elliott, M.S., Naylor, R.L. (2001). Marine aquaculture in the United States: 
environmental impacts and policy options. Arlington (VA): Pew Oceans Commission. 
Gosling, E. (2004). Bivalve molluscs: Biology, Ecology and Culture. Fishing News Books, Blackwell 
Science, 16 – 19 pp.  
Granadeiro, J., Santos, C., Dias, M., Palmeirim, J. (2007). Environmental factors drive habitat 
partitioning in birds feeding in intertidal flats: implications for conservation. Hydrobiologia 587, 
291–302 pp. doi: 10.1007/s10750-007-0692-8  
Grant, J., Bacher, J. (1998). Comparative models of mussel bioenergetics and their validation at 




Grant, J., Hatcher, A., Macpherson, P., Schofield, B. (1998). Sulfate reduction and total benthic 
metabolism in Shelf and Slope sediments off Nova Scotia. In Grant, J., Hargrave, B., MacPherson, 
P. (2002). Sediment properties and benthic–pelagic coupling in the North Water. Deep-Sea 
Research II 49, 5259 – 5275 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0967-0645(02)00189-3  
Grealis, E., Hynes, S., O’Donoghue, C., Vega, A., Van Osch, S., Twomey, C. (2017). The economic 
impact of aquaculture expansion: An input-output approach. Marine Policy 81, 29 – 36 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpol.2017.03.014  
Green, D. M., Penman, D. J., Migaud, H., Bron, J. E., Taggart, J. B., McAndrew, B. J., (2012). The 
impact of escaped farmed Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar L.) on Catch Statistics in Scotland. PLoS 
One 7 (9), e43560 
Griffin, M. (2013). Geographic Information Systems and Remote Sensing, Applications in 
Shellfish Aquaculture and Oyster Restoration. NRS 509  
Guerreiro, M., Fortunato, A. B., Freire, P., Rilo, A., Taborda, R., Freitas, M. C., Andrade, C., 
Silva, T., Rodrigues, M., Bertin, X., Azevedo, A. (2015). Evolution of the hydrodynamics of the 
Tagu Estuary (Portugal) in the 21st century. Journal of Integrated Coastal Zone Management 
15(1), 65 – 80 pp. DOI: 10.5894/rgci515  
Gumgum, B., Unlu, E., Tez, Z. & Gulsun, Z. Heavy-metal pollution in water, sediment and fish 
from the Tigris River in Turkey. In Tang, W., Shan, B., Zhang, H., Zhang, W., Zhao, Y., Ding, Y., 
Rong, N., Zhu, X. (2014). Heavy Metal Contamination in the Surface Sediments of 
Representative Limnetic Ecosystems in Eastern China. Scientific Reports 4, Article Number: 
7152 doi: 10.1038/srep07152  
Halwart, M., Funge-Smith, S., Moehl, J. (n/d). The Role of Aquaculture in Rural Development. 
Available at http://www.fao.org/3/a-y4490e/y4490e04.pdf  
Hancock, N., Hewitt, J. (2012). Coastal Ecosystems: Modelling the effects of muddy waters on 
shellfish. Water & Atmosphere 12 (2) 
Harris, J. (2008). Pacific oyster, Crassostrea gigas (Thunberg, 1793). Aquatic Invasive Species 
Profile. Aquatic Invasion Ecology 
Haylor, G., Bland, S. (2001. Integrating aquaculture into rural development in coastal and inland 
areas. In R.P. Subasinghe, P. Bueno, M.J. Phillips, C. Hough, S.E. McGladdery & J.R. Arthur, eds. 
(2000). Aquaculture in the Third Millennium. Technical Proceedings of the Conference on 
Aquaculture in the Third Millennium, Bangkok, Thailand, 20-25. 73 – 81 pp. NACA, Bangkok and 
FAO, Rome. 
Herbert, R. J., Humphreys, J., Davies, C. J., Roberts, C., Fletcher, S., Crowe, T. P. (2016). Ecological 
impacts of non-native Pacific oysters (Crassostrea gigas) and management measures for 
protected areas in Europe. Biodivers Conserv 25, 2835 – 2865 pp. doi: 10.1007/s10531-016-
1209-4  
Hickey, H. M., Shields, T., Kennedy, J., Ford, K. (2015). Shellfish planting guides. Massachusetts 
Division of Marine Fisheries. Available at 
http://www.mass.gov/eea/docs/dfg/dmf/programsandprojects/shellfish-planting-
guidelines.pdf  
Hidroprojecto. (2007). Plano de Ordenamento e Gestão para a Reserva Natural do Estuário do 
Tejo: Estudos de base. Etapa 1 – Descrição, Volume I / III  
Hofherr, J., Natale, F., Fiore, G. (2012). An Approach Towards European Aquaculture 
Performance Indicators: Indicators for Sustainable Aquaculture in the European Union. JRC 
Technical Papers, doi: 10.2788/56181  
89 
 
Hossain, M. S., Chowdhury, S. R., Das, N. G., Sharifuzzaman, S. M., Sultana, A. (2008). Integration 
of GIS and multicriteria decision analysis for urban aquaculture development in Bandgladesh. 
Landscape and urban planning 90 (3-4), 119 – 133 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2008.10.020  
Humphreys, J., Harris, M.R.C., Herbert, R.J.H., Farrell, P., Jensen, A., Cragg, S.M. (2015). 
Introduction, dispersal and naturalization of the Manila clam Ruditapes philippinarum in British 
estuaries. J. Mar. Biol. Assoc. UK, 1980–2010 pp. 
doi:  https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315415000132  
Humphreys, J., R. W. G. Caldow, S. McGrorty, West, A. D. Jensen, A. C. (2007). Population 
dynamics of naturalised Manila clams Ruditapes philippinarum in British coastal waters. Mar. 
Biol. 151, 2255–2270 pp. doi: 10.1007/s00227-007-0660-x  
Huntington, T., Roberts H., Cousins N., Pitta V., Marchesi N., Sanmamed A., Hunter-Rowe T., 
Fernandes T., Tett P., McCue J., Brockie N. (2006). Some Aspects of the Environmental Impact of 
Aquaculture in Sensitive Areas. Report to the DG Fish and Maritime Affairs of the European 
Commission. Available at: 
http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/documentation/studies/aquaculture_environment_2006_en.pdf  
Hyun, S., Lee, T., Lee, C.-H., Park, Y.-H. (2006). The effects of metal distribution and 
anthropogenic effluents on the benthic environment of Gwangyang Bay, Korea. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 
52, 104 – 120 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j.marpolbul.2005.10.011 
ICNB. (2007). Fase 2 – Plano de Ordenamento e Gestão para a Reserva Natural do Estuário do 
Tejo: Anexo I – Matriz Oportunidades e Ameaças da RNET (REV 4), 2 pp. 
ICNF. (n.d). Estuary (Coastal habitats and halophyte vegetation) – 1410 Salt works Retrived 
February 6, 2017, from http://www.icnf.pt/portal/ap/r-nat/rnet/habit  
IGEO. (2016). Plano de Ordenamento da Reserva Natural do Estuário do Tejo. Retrieved at 
February 7, 2017 from http://www.igeo.pt/WMS/POAP/PORNET1392 
Inglis, G.J., Hayden, B.J., Ross, A.H., (2000). An Overview of Factors Affecting the Carrying 
Capacity of Coastal Embayments for Mussel Culture. NIWA, Christchurch. Client Report 
CHC00/69: vi, 31 pp. 
Instituto Hidrográfico. (2013). Bathymetryc model of the Tagus river. Retrieved at October 10, 
2016, from http://www.hidrografico.pt/download-gratuito.php 
Jensen, A. C., Humphreys, J., Caldow, R. W. G., Grisley, G., Dyrynda, P. E. J. (2004). Naturalization 
of the Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum), an alien species, and establishment of a clam 
fishery within Poole Harbour, Dorset. J. Mar. Biol. Ass. U. K. 84, 1069 – 1073 pp. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0025315404010446h  
Jones, G. G., Sanford, C. L., Jones, L. J. (1993). Manila clams: Hatchery and nursery methods. 
Innovative Aquaculture Products Ltd. In http://innovativeaqua.com/Publication/clam.pdf  
Kang, H. Y., Lee, Y., Choi, K., Park, H. J., Y. S., Kang, C. (2016). Combined effects of temperature 
and seston concentration on the physiological energetics of the Manila clam Ruditapes 
philippinarum, http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0152427 
Katsanevakis, S., Wallentinus, I., Zenetos, A., Leppakoski, E., Çinar, M. E., Ozturk, B., Grabowski, 
M., Golani, D., Cardoso, A. C. (2014). Impacts of invasive alien marine species on ecosystem 
services and biodiversity: a pan-European review. Aquatic Invasions 9(4), 391 – 423 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.3391/ai.2014.9.4.01  
Kearney, J. (2010). Food consumption trends and drivers. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci 365 
(1554), 2793 – 2807 pp. doi: 10.1098/rstb.2010.0149 
90 
 
Keller, R. P., Geist, J., Jeschke, J. M., Kuhn, I. (2011). Invasive species in Europe: ecology, status, 
and policy. Environmental Sciences Europe 23, 23 pp. doi: 10.1186/2190-4715-23-23  
Kennish, M. J. (1996). Pratical handbook of Estuarine and Marine Pollution, CRC Press, 524 pp.  
Kochmann, J. (2012). Into the Wild, Documenting and Predicting the Spread of Pacific oysters 
(Crassostrea gigas) in Ireland. PhD thesis, available at 
https://www.tcd.ie/research/simbiosys/images/JKPhD.pdf  
Kochmann, K. (2007). Different ecosystem engineering by alien oysters and native mussels – a 
field experiment in the Wadden Sea. Msc thesis. Available at 
https://epic.awi.de/18482/1/Koc2008b.pdf  
Komorita, T., Kajihara, R., Tsutsumi, H., Shibanuma, S., Yamada, T., Montani, S. (2014). Food 
Sources for Ruditapes philippinarum in a Coastal Lagoon Determined by Mass Balance and Stable 
Isotope Approaches. PLoS One 9(1), e86732. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0086732 
Konrad, C. (2013). Approaches for evaluating the effects of bivalve filter feeding on nutrient 
dynamics in Puget Sound, Washington: U. S. Geological Survey Scientific Investigation Report 
2013-5237, 22 p doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.3133/sir20135237   
Kramárová, M., Massányi, P., Jancová, A., Toman, R., SlameČKa, J., Tataruch, eds. (2005). 
Concentration of cadmium in the liver and kidneys of some wild and farm animals. Bull Vet Inst 
Pulway 49, 465 – 469 pp.  
Lado, E. P. (2016). The Common Fisheries Policy: The Quest for Sustainability. Wiley Blackwell 
Publication. 
Laing, I.,Spencer, B. E. (1997). Bivalve cultivation: criteria for selecting a site. Lowestoft: Centre 
for Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Science, 41 pp. 
Laruelle, F., Guillou, J., Paulet, Y. M. (1994). 
Reproductive pattern of the clams, Ruditapes decussatus and R. philippinarum on intertidal flat
s in Brittany. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom 74(2), 351 – 
366 pp. doi: 10.1017/S0025315400039382 
Lee, R., Lovatelli, A., Ababouch, L. (2008). Bivalve depuration: fundamental and practical aspects. 
FAO Fisheries Technical Paper No. 511, FAO, Rome 
Lee, S.Y. (1996). Distribution pattern and interaction of two infaunal bivalves, Tapes 
philippinarum (Adams & Reeve) and Anomalocardia squamosa (Linnaeus) (Bivalvia: Veneridae). 
J. Exp. Mar. Biol. Ecol., 201: 253-273 pp. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(96)00015-9  
Lees, D. (2000). Viruses and bivalve shellfish. In Anacleto, P. (2014). Clams for Tagus estuary: 
microbiological, physiological and chemical responses to depuration, transport and 
environmental stress. PhD thesis on Marine biology and aquaculture. Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/15838/1/ulsd069747_td_Patricia_Anacleto.pdf  
Lees, D., Younger, A., Boré, D. (2010). Chapter 9: Depuration and relaying. In Rees, G., Pond, K., 
Kay, D., Bartram, J., Santo Domingo, J. (Eds.), Safe Management of Shellfish and Harvest Waters. 
World Health Organization (WHO), IWA Publishing, London, 37 pp. Available at 
http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/emerging/depuration.pdf?ua=1  
Lemarchand, K., Masson, L., Brousseau, R. (2004). Molecular biology and DNA microarray 
technology for microbial qualify monitoring of water. Critical Reviews Microbiology 30 (3), 145 
– 172 pp. doi: 10.1080/10408410490435142 
Lewis, A.G., Cave, W. R. (1982). The biological importance of copper in oceans and estuaries. 
Oceanogr. Mar. Biol. Annu. Rev. 20, 471-692 pp. 
91 
 
Lin, S. (2010). GIS-based Multi-criteria Analysis for Aquaculture Site Selection. Bachelor’s thesis 
in Geomatics.  
Lindemans, E. (2010). Suitable locations for salt marshes as natural coastal defence systems in 




Lipp, E. K., Rose, J. B. (1997). The role of seafood in foodborne diseases in the United States of 
America. Rev. Sci. tech. Off. Int. Epiz. 16(2), 620 – 640 pp. 
Lisbon’s Port Authority (APL). (n/d). Navegabilidade do Estuário do Tejo – APL: Planeamento, 
competividade e sustentabilidade.  
Llorente, I., Luna, L. (2013). The competitive advantages arising from different environmental 
conditions in Seabream, Sparus aurata, production in the Mediterranean Sea. In Falconer, L., 
Telfer, T. C., Ross, L. G. (2016). Investigation of a novel approach for aquaculture site selection. 
Journal of Environmental Management 181, 1 – 14 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2016.07.018  
Long, E. R., Morgan, L. G. (1991). The potential for biological effects of sediment-sorbed 
contaminants tested in the national status and trend program. NOAA technical memorandum, 
NOS OMA 52. Available at 
https://docs.lib.noaa.gov/noaa_documents/NOS/OMA/TM_NOS_OMA/nos_oma_52.pdf  
Long, E.R., MacDonald, D.D., Smith, S. L., Calder, F. D. (1995) Incidence of adverse biological 
effects within ranges of chemical concentra- tions in marine and estuarine sediments. In 
Dimitrakakis, E., Hahladakis, J., Gidarakos, E. (2014). The “Sea Diamond” shipwreck: 
Environmental impact assessment in the water column and sediments of the wreck area. Int. J. 
Environ. Sci. Technol. 11 (5), 1421 – 1432 pp. doi: 10.1007/s13762-013-0331-z  
Longdill, P. C., Healy, T. R., Black, K. P. (2008). An integrated GIS approach for sustainable 
aquaculture management area site selection. Ocean & Coastal Management (51), 612 – 624 pp. 
doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ocecoaman.2008.06.010  
MacDonald, D. D., Carr, R. S., Calder, F. D., Long, E. R., Ingersoll, C. G. (1996). Development and 
evaluation of sediment quality guidelines for Florida coastal waters. Ecotoxicology 5, 253 – 278 
pp. doi: 10.1007/BF00118995  
Macho, G., Woodin, S. A., Wethey, D. S., Vázquez, E. (2016). Impacts of sublethal and lethal high 
temperatures on clams exploited in European fisheries. Journal of Shellfish Research, Vol. 35, 
405-419 pp. 
Malczewski, J. (2000). On the Use of Weighted Linear Combination Method in GIS: Common and 
Best Practice Approaches. Transactions in GIS. Doi: 10.1111/1467-9671.00035 
Malczewski, J. (2006). Ordered weighted averaging with fuzzy quantifiers: GIS-based 
multicriteria evaluation for land-use suitability analysis. Int. J. Appl. Earth Observ. Geoinform. 8, 
270 – 277 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jag.2006.01.003  
Mao, G. F. (2016). Water pollution fears could cost Chinese aquaculture sector. SeaFoodSource. 
Available at https://www.seafoodsource.com/news/aquaculture/water-pollution-fears-could-
cost-chinese-aquaculture-sector  
Malouf, R.E., Bricelj, V.M. (1989). Comparative biology of clams: environmental tolerances, 
feeding and growth. 23 – 73 pp. In: Manzi, J.J. and M. Castagna [eds.] (n/d). Clam mariculture in 
North America. Elsevier Science Publ., Amsterdam.  
92 
 
Mann, R. (1979). The effect of temperature on growth, physiology and gametogenesis in the 
Manila clam, Tapes philippinarum Adams and Reeve, 1850. J. Exper. Mar. Biol. Ecol. 38, 121-133 
pp. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-0981(79)90016-9  
Marine and Environmental Technology Research Center (MARETEC). (2002). What is MOHID. 
Retrieved at March 2, 2017, from http://www.mohid.com/what_is_mohid.htm  
Maritime New Zealand. (2005). Guidelines for Aquaculture Management Areas and Marine 
Farms. Available at https://www.maritimenz.govt.nz/commercial/ports-and-
harbours/documents/Guideline-for-Aquaculture-Management-areas-and-Marine-Farms.pdf  
McCausland, W.D., Mente, E., Pierce, G.J., Theodossiou, I. (2006). A simulation model of 
sustainability of coastal communities: aquaculture, fishing, environment and labour markets. In 
Ferreira, J. G., Hawkins, A. J. S., Bricker, S. B. (2007). Management of productivity, environmental 
effects and profitability of shellfish aquaculture – the Farm Aquaculture Resource Management 
(FARM) model. Aquaculture 264, 160 – 174 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.12.017  
McKindsey, C. W., Thetmeyer, H., Landry, T. & Silvert, W. (2006). Review of recent carrying 
capacity models for bivalve culture and recommendations for research and management. 
Aquaculture 261, 451–462 pp. 
McKindsey, C.W., Landry, T., O’Beirn, F.X., Davies, I.M. (2007). Bivalve aquaculture and exotic 
species: a review of ecological consideration and management issues. J Shellfish Res 26, 281-
294 pp. doi:  http://dx.doi.org/10.2983/0730-8000(2007)26[281:BAAESA]2.0.CO;2 
Meaden, G.J., Aguilar-Manjarrez, J., eds. (2013). Advances in geographic information systems 
and remote sensing for fisheries and aquaculture. CD–ROM version. FAO Fisheries and 
Aquaculture Technical Paper No. 552. Rome, FAO. 425 pp. 
Mesgari, M S., Primorardi, A., Fallahi, G. R. (2008). Implementation of Overlay Function based 
on Fuzzy logic in Spatial Decision Support System. World Applied Sciences Journal 3(1), 60 – 65 
pp. 
Milani, L., Ghiselli, F., Maurizii, M. G., Nuzhdin, S. V., Passamonti, M. (2014). Paternally 
Transmitted Mitochondria Express a New Gene of Potential Viral Origin. Genome Biol Evol 6(2), 
391 – 405 pp. doi:  10.1093/gbe/evu021 
Montaudouin, X., Arzul, I., Caill-Milly, N., Khayati, A., Labrousse, J., Lafitte, C., Paillard, C.,  
Soudant, P., Goulletquer, P. (2016). Asari clam (Ruditpapes philippinarum) in France: history of 
an exotic species 1972 – 2015. Bull. Jap. Fish. Res. Edu. Agen. No. 42, 35 – 42 pp. 
Monteiro, C. E., Cesário, R., O’Driscoll, N. J., Nogueira, M., Válega, M., Caetano, M., Canário, J. 
(2016). Seasonal variation of methylmercury in sediment cores from the Tagus Estuary 
(Portugal), http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2016.01.042  
Morley, S. A., Martin, S. M., Bates, A. E., Clark, M. S., Ericson, J., Lamare, M., Peck, L. S. (2012). 
Spatial and temporal variation in the heat tolerance limits of two abundant Southern Ocean 
invertebrates. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 450, 81–92 pp. doi: 10.3354/meps09577  
Mortensen, S. H., Strand, Øivind. (2000). Releases and recaptures of Manila clams (Ruditapes 
philippinarum) introduced to Norway. Sarsia 85, 87 – 91 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00364827.2000.10414557  
Müller-Solger, A. B., Jassby, A. D., Müller-Navarra, D. C. (2002). Nutritional quality of food 
resources for zooplankton (Daphnia) in a tidal freshwater system (Sacramento–San Joaquin 
River Delta). Limnol. Oceanogr. 47(5), 1468 – 1476 pp. doi: 10.4319/lo.2002.47.5.1468  
93 
 
Nath, S. S., Bolte, J. P., Ross, L. G., Aguilar-Manjarrez, J. (2000). Applications of geographical 
information systems (GIS) for spatial decision support in aquaculture. Aquacultural Engineering 
23, 233 – 278 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0144-8609(00)00051-0  
National Research Council (NRO). (2010). Ecosystem concepts for sustainable bivalve 
mariculture.  
Naylor, R., Hindar, K., Fleming, I. A., Goldburg, R., Williams, S., Volpe, J., Whoriskey, F., Eagle, J., 
Kelso, D., Mangel, M. (2005). Fugitive salmon: assessing the risks of escaped fish from net-pen 
aquaculture. BioScience 55(5), 427 – 437 pp. doi: https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-
3568(2005)055[0427:FSATRO]2.0.CO;2  
Nehls, H., Büttger, G. (2007). Spread of the Pacific Oyster Crassostrea gigas in the Wadden Sea, 
a report for The Common Wadden Sea Secretariat, Wilhelmshaven 
Nehring, S. (2011): NOBANIS – Invasive Alien Species Fact Sheet – Crassostrea gigas. Available at 
https://www.nobanis.org/globalassets/speciesinfo/c/crassostrea-gigas/crassostrea-gigas.pdf  
Nehring, S. (1999). Oyster beds and Sabellaria reefs. – In Nehring, S. (2011): NOBANIS – Invasive 
Alien Species Fact Sheet – Crassostrea gigas. Available at 
https://www.nobanis.org/globalassets/speciesinfo/c/crassostrea-gigas/crassostrea-gigas.pdf   
Nerlovic, V., Korlevic, M., Mravinac, B. (2016). Morphological and molecular differences 
between the invasive bivalve Ruditapes philippinarum (Adams & Reeve, 1850) and the native 
species Ruditapes decussatus (Linnaeus, 1758) from the Northeastern Adriatic Sea. Journal of 
Shellfish Research 35 (1), 1 – 9 pp. doi: 10.2983/035.035.0105  
Neves, F.J. (2010). Dynamics and Hydrology of the Tagus Estuary: Results from in Situ 
Observations. PhD thesis. University of Lisbon, Portugal, 210 pp. http://hdl. 
handle.net/10451/2003.  
Newell, R. I. E. (2004). Ecosystem influences of natural and cultivated populations of suspension-
feeding bivalve molluscs: A review. Journal of Shellfish Research 23(1), 51 – 61 pp. 
Newell, R. I. E., Jordan, S. J. (1983). Preferential ingestion of inorganic material by the American 
oyster Crassostrea virginica. Marine Ecology Progress Series 13, 47 – 53 pp. 
Newell, R. I. E., Mann, R. (2012). Shellfish Aquaculture: Ecosystem Effects, Benthic-Pelagic 
Coupling and Potential for Nutrient Trading. A report prepared for the Secretary of Natural 
Resources, Commonwealth of Virginia.  
Newell, R.I.E., Koch, E.W. (2004). Modeling seagrass density and distribution in response to 
changes in turbidity stemming from bivalve filtration and seagrass sediment stabilization. In 
Gallardi, D. (2014). Effects of Bivalve Aquaculture on the Environment and Their Possible 
Mitigation: A Review. Fish Aquac J 5, 105 pp.  doi: 10.4172/2150-3508.1000105  
Newton, A., Mudge, S. M. (2005). Lagoon-sea exchanges, nutrient dynamics and water quality 
management of the Ria Formosa (Portugal). Estuarine, coastal and Shelf Science 62, 405 – 414 
pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2004.09.005  
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). (2017). What are spring and neap 
tides? Retrieved at 27 July 2017, at https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/springtide.html  
Nogueira, J., Simplício, B., Florêncio, M., Bettencourt, A. (2003). Levels of Tributyltin in 
sediments from Tagus Estuary Nature Reserve. Estuaries 26, 798–802 pp. doi: 
10.1007/BF02711990  




Nordstrom, K., Jackson, N. (1992). Two-dimensional Change on Sandy Beaches in Mesotidal 
Estuaries. Zeits. Geomorph. N. F., 34, 4,465-478 pp. In Freire, P., Taborda, R., Andrade, C. (2006). 
Caraterização das praias estuarinas do Tejo. Associação Portuguesa dos Recursos Hídricos: 
Projecto BERNA – Evolução de praias em zonas de fetch restricto: análise experimental e 
numérica. Available at http://www-ext.lnec.pt/LNEC/bibliografia/DHA/freire-et-al%2006.pdf  
Novak, T. (2014). Invasive Species Report: Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar). FISH 423.University of 
Washington Department 
O’Beirn, F. X., McKindsey, C. W., Landry, T., Costa-Pierce, B. (2012). Shellfish Aquaculture, 




Oliveira, J., Castilho, F., Cunha, A., Pereira, M. J. (2013). Bivalve harvesting and production in 
Portugal: an overview. Journal of Shellfish Research 32 (3), 911 – 924 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2983/035.032.0334  
OpenStreetMaps. (2016). Portugal. Retrieved at October 15, 2016, from 
http://download.geofabrik.de/europe/portugal.html. Free shapefiles were made by Ramm, F. 
(2016). OpenStreeMap Data in Layered GIS format, available at 
http://download.geofabrik.de/osm-data-in-gis-formats-free.pdf  
Order No. 15264/2013, National Official Journal, 2nd Series – No. 227 of November 22, 2013 
Ordinance No. 1421/2006. National Official Journal, 1st Series – No. 244 of December 21, 2006 
Padilla, D. K. (2010). Context-dependent impacts of a non-native ecosystem engineer, the Pacific 
oyster Crassostrea gigas. Integr Comp Biol. 50(2), 213 – 225 pp. doi: 10.1093/icb/icq08 
Paillard, C., Allam, B., Oubella, R. (2004). Effect of temperature on defense parameters in manila 
clam Ruditapes philippinarum challenged with Vibrio tapetis. Dis Aquat Organ 59(3), 249 – 262 
pp. doi: 10.3354/dao059249 
Pérez, J.E., Rylander, K. (1998) Hybridization and its effects on species richness in natural habits. 
In Pérez, J. E., Alfonsi, C., Nirchio, M., Muñoz, M., Gómez, J. A. (2003). The introduction of exotic 
species in aquaculture: a solution or part of the problem? INCVI v.28 no. 4 Caracas. Available at 
http://www.scielo.org.ve/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S0378-18442003000400010  
Pérez, O., Trevor, C., Ross, L. G. (2005). Geographical information systems-based models for 
offshore floating marine fish cage aquaculture site selection in Tenerife, Canary Islands. 
Aquaculture Research (36), 946 – 961 pp. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2109.2005.01282.x  
Pérez-Camacho, A., Cuña, M. (1985). First data on raft culture of Manila clam in the Ria de Arosa 
(NW Spain). In Chainho, P., Fernandes, A., Amorim, A., Ávila, S., Canning-clode, J., Castro, J., 
Costa, A., Costa, J. L., Cruz, T., Gollasch, S., Grazziotin-Soares, C., Melo, R., Micael, J., Parente, 
M., Semedo, J., Silva, T., Sobral, D., Sousa, M., Torres, P., Veloso, V., Costa, M. J. (2015). Non-
indigenous species in Portuguese coastal áreas, coastal lagoons, estuaries and islands. Estuarine, 
Coastal & Shelf Science 167, 199 – 211 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2015.06.019  
Perumal, S., Thirunavukkarasu, A. R., Pachiappan, P. (2015). Advances in marine and 
Brackishwater Aquaculture. Springer India 1st Edition, 114 pp. doi: 10.1007/978-81-322-2271-2  
Petersen, J. K., Saurel, C., Nielsen, P., Timmermann, K., (2015). The use of shellfish for 
eutrophication control. Aquaculture Int. DOI: 10.1007/s10499-015-9953-0  
Pillay, T.V.R., Kutty, M.N. (2005). Aquaculture Principles and Practices. Oxford, United Kingdom. 
Blackwell. 624 pp. 
95 
 
Plum, L. M., Rink, L., Haase, H. (2010). The Essential Toxin: Impact of Zinc on Human Health. Int 
J. Environ. Res. Public Health 7 (4), 1342 – 1365 pp. doi: 10.3390/ijerph7041342  
Population Reference Bureau (PRB). (2016). 2016 World Population Data Sheet with a special 
focus on human needs and sustainable resources.  
Porto de Lisboa. (2016). Tabela de Marés 2016. Retrieved November 20, 2016, at 
http://www.portodelisboa.pt/portal/page/portal/PORTAL_PORTO_LISBOA/HIDROGRAFIA/TAB
ELA_MARES/tabela%20de%20mares_2016.pdf  
DGT. (2017). Carta de Uso e Ocupação do Solo de Portugal Continental para 2007 – COS2007. 
Retrived at February 7, 2017, from 
http://www.dgterritorio.pt/cartografia_e_geodesia/cartografia/cartografia_tematica/carta_de
_ocupacao_do_solo__cos_/cos__2007/ 
Pourahmad J., Rabiei, M., Jokar, F., O’Brien, P. J. (2005). A comparison of hepatocyte cytotoxic 
mechanisms for chromate and arsenite, Toxicology 206, 449 – 460 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tox.2004.08.002  
Pritchard, D. W. (1989). Estuarine Classification - A Help or a Hindrance. In: Neves, F. (2010). 
Dynamics and hydrology of the Tagus Estuary: Results from in situ observation. PhD thesis’ on 
Geophysical Science and Geoinformation.  
Público. (2016). Apanha illegal de toneladas de amêijoa no Tejo ameaça saúde pública 
(15.05.2016). Available at https://www.publico.pt/2016/05/15/sociedade/noticia/apanha-
ilegal-de-toneladas-de-ameijoa-no-tejo-ameaca-saude-publica-1731779  
Pugazhendan, S. R., Mariappan, M., Prakash, S. L., Balakrishan, K. (2012). Bioaccumulation of 
lead in fresh water fish Cyprinus carpio. International Journal of Current Research 4(7), 146 – 
148 pp.  
Puniwai, N., Canale, L., Haws, M., Potemra, J., Lepcyk, C., Gray, S. (2014). Development of a GIS-
based Tool for Aquaculture Siting. ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf 3, 800 – 816 pp. doi: 10.3390/ijgi3020800  
Radiarta, N., Saitoh, S., Miyazono, A. (2008). GIS-based multi-criteria evaluation models for 
identifying suitable sites for Japanese scallop (Mizuhopecten yessoensis) aquaculture in Funka 
Bay, southwestern Hokkaido, Japan. Aquaculture 284, 127 – 135 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2008.07.048  
Ragbirsingh, Y., Souza, G. (2005). Site suitability for Aquaculture Development on the Caroni 
River Basin, Trinidad West Indies Using GIS. 56th Gulf and Caribbean Fisheries Institute. GCFI:56. 
Available at: http://aquaticcommons.org/13942/1/gcfi_56-61.pdf  
Ramajal, J., Picard, D., Costa, J. L., Carvalho, F. B., Gaspar, M. B., Chainho, P. (2016). Amêijoa-
Japonesa, uma nova realidade no estuário do rio Tejo: Pesca e Pressão Social e Impacto Sócio-
económico. Entre Rios e Mares: um Patrimonio de Ambientes, História e Saberes – Tomo V da 
Rede BrasPor 
Ramsar Convention Secretariat. (2013). The Ramsar Convention Manual: a guide to the 
Convention on Wetlands (Ramsar, Iran, 1971), 6th ed. Ramsar Convention Secretariat, Gland, 
Switzerland. 
RAMSAR. (1992). Estuário do Tejo. Retrieved at November 10, 2016 from 
https://rsis.ramsar.org/ris/211  
Rees, G., Pond, K., Kay, D., Bartram, J., Santo Domingo, J. (Eds.), Safe Management of Shellfish 
and Harvest Waters. World Health Organization (WHO), IWA Publishing, London, 37 pp. 
Available at http://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/emerging/depuration.pdf?ua=1 
96 
 
REGULATION (EC) No 853/2004 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL of 29 
April 2004 
REGULATION (EC) No 854/2004 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL of 29 
April 2004 
Reis, P. (2009). Estudo geoquímico de metais em sedimentos do sapal dos rios Minho e Coura. 
Msc thesis Sciences of the Sea. Available at https://repositorio-
aberto.up.pt/bitstream/10216/7283/5/Tese%20Mestrado.pdf  
Reitsma, J., Murphy, D. C., Archer, A. F., York, R. H. (2017). Nitrogen extraction potential of wild 
and cultured bivalves harvested from nearshore waters of Cape Cod, USA. Marine Pollution 
Bulletin, In Press 
Remotti, L., Damvakeraki, T. (2015). Ocean Research in Horizon 2020: The Blue Growth Potential. 
Policy Deparment A: Industry, Research and Energy 
Rengarajan, T., Rajendran, P., Nandakumar, N., Lokeshumar, B., Rajendran, P., Nishigaki, I. 
(2015). Exposure to polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons with special focus on cancer. Asian Pacific 
Journal of Tropical Medicine 5(3), 182 – 189 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2221-
1691(15)30003-4  
Rice, M. (2008). Environmental effects of shellfish aquaculture in the Northeast. Northeast 
Regional Aquaculture Center (NRAC) Publication No. 105. Available at 
https://shellfish.ifas.ufl.edu/wp-content/uploads/Environmental-Effects-of-Shellfish-
Aquaculture-in-the-Northeast.pdf     
Rilo, A., Freire, P., Guerreiro, M., Fortunato, A.B., Taborda, R. (2013). Estuarine margins 
vulnerability to floods for different sea level rise and human occupation scenarios. In: Conley, 
D.C., Masselink, G., Russell, P.E. and O’Hare, T.J. (eds.), Proceedings 12th International Coastal 
Symposium (Plymouth, England), Journal of Coastal Research, Special Issue No. 65, 820-825 pp. 




Roman, M. R., Tenore, K. R. (1984). Detritus dynamics in aquatic ecosystems: an overview. 
Marine Science Bulletin 35, 257 – 260 pp. 
Rose, J. M., Bricker, S. B., Ferreira, J. G. (2015). Comparative analysis of modeled nitrogen 
removal by shellfish farms. Marine Pollution Bulletin 91 (1), 185 – 190 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2014.12.006  
Rose, J. M., Bricker, S. B., Tedesco, M. A., WIkfors, G. H. (2014). A Role for Shellfish Aquaculture 
in Coastal Nitrogen Management. Environmental Science & Technology. Available at 
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/aquaculture/docs/environment/shellfish_and_nitrogen_removal_
rose_etal_2014.pdf  
Ross, L. G., Telfer, T. C., Falconer, L., Soto, D., Aguilar-Manjarrez, J. (2013). Site selection and 
carrying capacities for inland and coastal aquaculture. FAO/Institute of Aquaculture, University 
of Stirling, Expert Workshop 
Ruesink, J.L., Lenihan, H.S., Trimble, A.C., Heiman, K.W., Micheli, F., Byers, J.E., et al. (2005). 
Introduction of non-native oysters: ecosystem effects and restoration implications. In Wilkie, E. 
M., Bishop, M. J., O’Connor, W. A. (2013). The density and spatial arrangement of the invasive 
oyster Crassostrea gigas determines its impact on settlement of native oyster larvae. Ecol Evol 
15, 4851 – 4860 pp. doi: 10.1002/ece3.872  
97 
 
Saaty, T. L. (2008). Decision making with the analytic hierarchy process. Int. J. Services Sciences. 
Vol. 1, No. 1. Available at 
http://www.colorado.edu/geography/leyk/geog_5113/readings/saaty_2008.pdf  
Saaty, T.L. (1980). The Analytic Hierarchy Process. McGraw-Hill, New York. 
Sanchirico, J.N., Lew, D.K., Haynie, A.C., Kling, D.M.; Layton, D.F. (2013). Conservation values in 
marine ecosystem-based management. In Puniwai, N., Canale, L., Haws, M., Potemra, J., Lepcyk, 
C., Gray, S. (2014). Development of a GIS-based Tool for Aquaculture Siting. ISPRS Int. J. Geo-Inf 
3, 800 – 816 pp. doi: 10.3390/ijgi3020800  
Saraiva, A, (2001), Produçao primária de biomassa no Estuário do Tejo - Estudo da variabilidade 
das descargas Vol, 1, PhD thesis, Available at 
http://www,mohid,com/PublicData/Products/Thesis/TFC_SofiaSaraiva,pdf 
Saurel, C., Ferreira, J. G., Cheney, D., Suhrbier, A., Dewey, B., Davis, J., Cordell, J. (2014). 
Ecosystem goods and services from Manila clam culture in Puget Sound: a modelling analysis. 
Aquaculture Environment Interactions 5, 255 – 270 pp. doi: 10.3354/aei00109  
Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH). (2011). The siting and design of aquaculture in the landscape: 
Visual and landscape considerations. Available at 
http://www.snh.org.uk/pdfs/publications/heritagemanagement/marineaquaculture.pdf  
Seafish. (2010). Classification of shellfish harvesting areas – issues. Research & development Fact 
Sheet, 2 pp. Available at 
http://www.seafish.org/media/Publications/FS31Shellfishharvestingareasclassification_20100
1.pdf  
Seafish. (2016). Aquaculture summary: The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture Report FAO 
2016. Available at 
http://www.seafish.org/media/1644807/sofia_2016_aquaculture_summary_-_august.pdf  
Secrist, R. (2013). Food Availability and Utilization for Cultured Hard Clams. Msc’ thesis of Marine 
Science. Available at http://www.vims.edu/library/theses/Secrist13.pdf  
Sepúlveda, M., Arismendi, I., Soto, D., Jara, F., Farias, F. (2013). Escaped farmed salmon and trout 
in Chile: incidence, impacts, and the need for an ecosystem view. Aquaculture Environment 
Interactions 4, 273 – 283 pp. Doi: 10.3354/aei00089  
Serafim, A., Company, R., Lopes, B., Pereira, C., Cravo, A., Fonseca, V. F., França, S., Bebianno, 
M. J., Cabral, H. N. (2013). Evaluation of sediment toxicity in different Portuguese estuaries: 
Ecological impact of metals and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2013.04.018  
Shean, R. (2011). Venerupis philippinarum, Japanese littleneck clam. FISH 423: Aquatic Invasion 
Ecology. Available from http://depts.washington.edu/oldenlab/wordpress/wp-
content/uploads/2013/03/Venerupis-philippinarum_Shean.pdf  
Shpigel, M. and R. Fridman. (1990). Propagation of the Manila clam (Tapes semidecussatus) in 
the effluent of fish aquaculture ponds in Eilat, Israel. Aquaculture 90, 113-122 pp. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0044-8486(90)90335-K  
Shumway, S. (2011). Shellfish aquaculture and the environment. Wiley-Blackwell. 
Sicuro, B., Tarantola, M., Valle, E. (2016). Italian aquaculture and the diffusion of alien species: 
costs and benefits. Aquaculture Research 47(12), 3718 – 3728 pp. doi:10.1111/are.12997 
Silva, C., Ferreira, J. G., Bricker, S. B., DelValls, T. A., Martín-Diaz, M. L., Yáñez, E. (2011). Site 
selection for shellfish aquaculture by means of GIS and farm-scale models, with an emphasis on 
98 
 
data-poor environments. Aquaculture 318(3-4), 444 – 457 pp. Doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2011.05.033  
Silva, H. A., Batista, I. (2008). Produção, salubridade e comercialização de moluscos bivalves em 
Portugal. Lisbon: IPIMAR, 171 pp. 
Silva, J. F., Magalhaes, M. R., Cunha, N. S. (2013a). Massas de Água e Zonas Húmidas de Portugal 
Continental. LEEAF/ISA/ULisboa. Available at http://epic-webgis-portugal.isa.utl.pt/  
Silver, J. S. (2014). From fishing to farming: Shellfish aquaculture expansion and the complexities 
of ocean space on Canada's west coast. Applied Geography 54, 110 – 117 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2014.07.013 
Simard F., Ojeda J., Haroun R. (2008). The sustainable development of Mediterranean 
aquaculture: Problems and perspectives, in CIHEAM, Options Méditerranéennes, Series B, No. 
62:113‐124 pp. 
Sladonja, B., Bettoso, N., Zentilin, A., Tamberlich, F., Acquavita, A. (2011). Manila Clam (Tapes 
philippinarum Adams & Reeve, 1852) in the Lagoon of Marano and Grado (Northern Adriatic 
Sea, Italy): Socio-Economic and Environmental Pathway of a Shell Farm, Aquaculture and the 




Solidoro, C., Pastres, R., Melaku Canu, D., Pellizato, M., Rossi, R. (2000). Modelling the growth 
of Tapes phillipinarum in Northern Adriatic lagoons. In Ferreira, J. G., Hawkins, A. J. S., Bricker, 
S. B. (2007). Management of productivity, environmental effects and profitability of shellfish 
aquaculture – the Farm Aquaculture Resource Management (FARM) model. Aquaculture 264, 
160 – 174 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2006.12.017  
Solomon, F. (2008). Impacts of Metals on Aquatic Ecosystems and Human Health. Environment 
and Communities. MINING.com. Available at 
http://www.infomine.com/library/publications/docs/Mining.com/Apr2008c.pdf  
Sorgeloos, P. (1983). Brine shrimp Artemia in coastal saltworks: inexpensive source of food for 
vertically integrated aquaculture. Washington Aquaculture. 
Sorgeloos, P., Bossuyt, E., Laviña, E., Baeza-Mesa, M., Persoone, G. (1977). Decapsulation of 
Artemia cysts: a simple technique for the improvement of the use of brine shrimp in 
aquaculture. Aquaculture 12, 311 – 315 pp.  
Spada, L., Annichiarico, C., Cardellicchio, N., Giandomenico, S., Di Leo, A. (2013). Heavy metals 
monitoring in the mussel Mytilus galloprovincialis from the Apulian coast (Southern Italy). 
Mediterranean Marine Science 14 (1), 99 – 108 pp. doi: 10.12681/mms.323 
Spencer, B.E., Kaiser, M. J., Edwards, D. B. (1996). The effect of Manila clam cultivation on an 
intertidal benthic community: The early cultivation phase. Aquaculture Research 27, 261-276 
pp. Doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2109.1996.tb00993.x  
Spencer, B.E., Kaiser, M. J., Edwards, D. B. (1998). Intertidal clam harvesting: benthic community 
change and recovery. Aquaculture Research 29, 429–437 pp. Doi: 10.1046/j.1365-
2109.1998.00221.x  
Spliethoff, P. (1987). Handling, processing, and marketing of aquacultuere products, In FAO. 
(1987). Women in Aquaculture – Proceedings of the ADCP/NORAD Workshop on Women in 
Aquaculture. Available from http://www.fao.org/docrep/s4863e/s4863e00.htm#Contents  
99 
 
Stillman, R., Goss-Custard, J., West, A., Durell, S., Mcgrorty, S., Caldow, R., Norris, K., Johnstone, 
I., Ens, B., Van der Meer, J., Triplet, P. (2001). Predicting shorebird mortality and population size 
under different regimes of shellfishery management. J. Appl. Ecol. 38, 857–868 pp. doi: 
10.1046/j.1365-2664.2001.00644.x  
Suresh, G., Sutharsan, P., Ramasamy, V. & Venkatachalapathy, R. (2012). Assessment of 
spatial distribution and potential ecological risk of the heavy metals in relation to 
granulometric contents of Veeranam lake sediments, India. Ecotox. Environ. Safe. 84, 117–
124 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2012.06.027  
Switzer, S. E., Therriault, T. W., Dunham, A., Pearce, C. M. (2011). Assessing potential control 
options for the invasive tunicate Didemnum vexillum in shellfish aquaculture. Aquaculture 318 
(1-2), 145 – 153 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.aquaculture.2011.04.044 
Takeuchi, I., Myoshi, N., Mizukawa, K., Takada, H., Ikemoto, T., Omori, K., Tsuchiya, K. (2009).  
Biomagnification profiles of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, alkylphenols and polychlorinated 
biphenyls in Tokyo Bay elucidated by d13C and d15N isotope ratios as guides to trophic web 
structure. Marine Pollution Bulletin 58, 663 – 671 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.marpolbul.2008.12.022  
Tang, W., Shan, B., Zhang, H., Zhang, W., Zhao, Y., Ding, Y., Rong, N., Zhu, X. (2014). Heavy 
Metal Contamination in the Surface Sediments of Representative Limnetic Ecosystems in 
Eastern China. Scientific Reports 4, Article Number: 7152 doi: 10.1038/srep07152 
Taranger, G. L., Karlsen, Ø., Bannister, R. J., Glover, K. A., Husa, V., Karlsbakk, E., Kvamme, B. O., 
Boxaspen, K. B., BjØrn, P. B., Finstad, B., Madhun, A. S., Morton, H. C., Svåsand, T. (2015). Risk 
assessment of the environmental impact of Norwegian Atlantic salmon farming. ICES J Mar Sci 
72 (3), 997 – 1021 pp.  
Taweel, A., Shuhaimi-Othman, M. & Ahmad, A. K. (2013). Assessment of heavy metals in 
tilapia fish (Oreochromis niloticus) from the Langat River and Engineering Lake in Bangi, 
Malaysia, and evaluation of the health risk from tilapia consumption. Ecotox. Environ. 
Safe. 93, 45–51 pp. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoenv.2013.03.031  
Tchounwou, P. B., Yedjou, C. G., Patlolla, A. K. (2012). Heavy metals toxicity and the 
environment. Molecular, Clinical and Environmental Toxicology, vol. 101, 133 – 164 pp. doi: 
10.1007/978-3-7643-8340-4_6  
Thorstad, E. B., Fleming, I. A., McGinnity, P., Soto, D., Wennevik, V., Whoriskey, F. (2008). 
Incidence and impacts of escaped farmed Atlantic salmon Salmo salar in nature. NINA Special 
report 36, 110 pp. 
Toba, D., Thompson, D., Chew, K., Anderson, G., Miller, M. (1992). Guide to Manila clam culture 
in Washington. Washington Sea Grant Program. Available at 
http://nsgl.gso.uri.edu/washu/washuh92001/washuh92001_full.pdf  
Toba, M. (2004). The decline of Manila clam stock in Tokyo Bay. Bull. Fish. Res. Agen. 
Supplement. No. 1, 13 – 18 pp. 
Toba, M., Miyama, Y. (1995). Influence of temperature on the sexual maturation in Manila clam, 
Ruditapes philippinarum.  Suisanzoshoku 43, 305 – 314 pp. 
Torre, C. (2014). Hidrocarbonetos Aromáticos Policíclicos: Concentração e (Bio)disponibilidade. 
Msc’ thesis on Marine Sciences. Available at 
http://repositorio.ul.pt/bitstream/10451/15701/1/ulfc107498_tm_cheila_torre.pdf  
Troost, K. (2010). Causes and effects of a highly successful marine invasion: Case-study of the 
introduced Pacific oyster Crassostrea gigas in continental NW European estuaries. Journal of Sea 
Researc 64, 145 – 165 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.seares.2010.02.004  
100 
 
Vale, C. (1986). Distribuição de metais e matéria particulada em suspensão no sistema estuarino 
do Tejo: CAP. 8 – Rastreio da composição elementar dos sedimentos de fundo. Instituto Nacional 
de Investigação das Pescas 
Vale, C. (1990). Temporal variations of particulate metals in the Tagus River estuary. The Science 
of the Total Environment 97-98, 137–154 pp. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0048-
9697(90)90236-N  
Vale, C., Sundby, B. (1987). Suspended sediment fluctuations in the Tagus estuary on semi-
diurnal and fortnightly time scales. In Fortunato, A., Baptista, A. M., Luettich, R. A. (1997). A 
three-dimensional model of tidal currents in the mouth of the Tagus Estuary. Continental Shelf 
Research 17 (14), 1689 – 1714 pp.   
Vale, C., Canário, J., Caetano, M., Lavrado, J., Brito, P. (2008). Estimation of the anthropogenic 
fraction of elements in surface sediments of the Tagus Estuary (Portugal). Mar. Pollut. Bull. 56, 
1353–1376 pp. Doi: .1016/j.marpolbul.2008.04.006   
Vale, C., Ferreira, A.M., Micaelo, C., Caetano, M., Pereira, E., Madureira, M.J., Ramalhosa, E., 
(1998). Mobility of contaminants in relation to dredging operations in a mesotidal estuary (Tagus 
Estuary, Portugal). Water Science and Technology 37, 25–31 pp. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0273-1223(98)00178-4  
Valentim, J. M., Vaz, N., Silva, H., Duarte, B., Caçador, I., Dias, J. M. (2013). Tagus estuary and Ria 
de Aveiro salt marsh Dynamics and the impact of sea level rise. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf 
Science 130, 138-151 pp. Doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecss.2013.04.005  
Vaz, N., Mateus, M., Dias, J. M. (2011). Semidiurnal and spring-neap variations in the Tagus 
Estuary: Application of a process-oriented hydro-biogeochemical model. Journal of Coastal 
Research SI 64, 1619 – 1623 pp.  
Velez, C., Figueira, E., Soares, A. M., Freitas, R. (2016). Combined effects of seawater acidification 
and salinity changes in Ruditapes philippinarum. Aquat Toxicol 176, 141 – 150 
pp.  doi: 10.1016/j.aquatox.2016.04.016 
Verdelhos, T., Marques, J. C., Anastacio, P. (2015). Behavioral and mortality responses of the 
bivalves Scrobicularia plana and Cerastoderma edule to temperature, as indicator of climate 
changes potential impacts. Ecol. Indic. 58, 95–103 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.05.042  
Vidthayanon, C. (2005). Country reports: Aquatic alien species in Thailand (Part 1): Biodiversity. 
Available at ftp://193.43.36.92/FI/CDrom/aquaculture/a0805e/documents/05country.pdf  
Vincenzi, S., Caramori, G., Rossi, R., De Leo, G. A. (2006). A GIS-based habitat suitability model 
for commercial yield estimation of Tapes phillpinarum in a Mediterranean coastal lagoon (Sacca 
di Goro, Italy). Ecological modelling vol. 193, Issues 1-2, 90-104 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolmodel.2005.07.039  
Violintzis, C., Arditsoglou, A., Voutsa, D. (2009). Elemental composition of suspended particulate 
matter and sediments in the coastal environment of Thermaikos Bay, Greece: delineating the 
impact of inland waters and wastewaters. In Dimitrakakis, E., Hahladakis, J., Gidarakos, E. (2014). 
The “Sea Diamond” shipwreck: Environmental impact assessment in the water column and 
sediments of the wreck area. Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 11 (5), 1421 – 1432 pp. doi: 
10.1007/s13762-013-0331-z  
Voogd, H. (1983). Multi-criteria evaluation for urban and regional planning. In Eastman, R. 
(1999). Multi-criteria evaluation and GIS. Chap. 35. Available at 
http://www.geos.ed.ac.uk/~gisteac/gis_book_abridged/files/ch35.pdf  
Waknitz, F. W., Tynan, T. J., Nash, C. E., Iwamoto, R. N., Rutter, L. G. (2002). Review of Potential 
101 
 
Impacts of Atlantic Salmon Culture on Puget Sound Chinook Salmon and Hood Canal Summer-
Run Chum Salmon Evolutionary Significant Units. NOAA Technical Memorandum NMFS-NWFSC-
53. 
Washington Sea Grant. (2015). Shellfish aquaculture in Washington State. Final report to the 
Washington State Legislature, 84 p. 
Watkins, S. M., Reich, A., Fleming, L. E., Hammond, R. (2008). Neurotoxic Shellfish Poisoning. 
Mar Drugs 6(3), 431 – 455 pp. doi:  10.3390/md20080021 
Weber, K., Hoover, E., Sturmer, L., Baker, S. (2008). The role of dissolved oxygen in hard clam 
aquaculture. Water, 1-11 pp. 
Weber, K., Sturmer, L., Hoover, E., Baker, S. (2007). The role of water temperature in hard clam 
aquaculture. IFAS Extension, University of Florida. Available at http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/fa151  
Whitmarsh, D., Palmieri, M. G. (2009). Social acceptability of marine aquaculture: The use of 
survey-based methods for eliciting public and stakeholder preferences. Marine Policy 33, 452 – 
457 pp. doi: 10.1016/j.marpol.2008.10.003 
Wu, R.S.S., (1995). The environmental impact of marine fish culture: towards a sustainable 
future. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 31, 4 – 12 pp. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-326X(95)00100-2  
Wu, X., Xie, L., Xu, L., Wang, S., Jia, Y. (2013). Effects of sediment composition on cadmium 
bioaccumulation in the clam Meretrix meretrix Linnaeus. Environmental Toxicology and 
Chemistry 32 (4), 841 – 847 pp. dOI: 10.1002/etc.2135  
Xia, R., Zhang, Y., Critto, A., Wu, J., Fan, J., Zheng, Z., Zhang, Y. (2015). The Potential Impacts of 
Climate Change Factors on Freshwater Eutrophication: Implications for Research and 
Countermeasures of Water Management in China. Sustainability 8, 229 pp., 
doi:10.3390/su8030229  
Xunta de Galicia. (2010). Anuario de pesca 2009. Xunta de Galicia. In Quinteiro, J., Pérez-Diéguez, 
A., Sánchez, R., Perez-Martin, I., Sotelo, C. G., Rey-Méndez, M. (2011). Journal of Shellfish 
Research 30(3), 791 – 796 pp. 
Yin, X., Chen, P., Chen, H., Jin, W., Yan, X. (2016). Physiological performance of the intertidal 
Manila clam (Ruditapes philippinarum) to long-term daily rhythms of air exposure. Scientific 
Reports 7, article number: 41648. doi: 10.1038/srep41648 
Yoshino, K., Tsugeki, N. K., Amano, Y., Hayami, Y., Hamaoka, H., Omori, K. (2012). Intertidal bare 
mudflats subsidize subtidal production through outwelling of benthic microalgae. Estuarine, 
Coastal and Shelf Science 109, 138 -143 pp. doi:10.1016/j.ecss.2012.05.021  
Zaklan, S., Ydenberg, R. (1997). The body size-burial depth relationship in the infaunal clam Mya 
arenaria. In Bidegain, G., Juanes, J. J. (2013). Does expansion of the introduced Manila clam 
Ruditapes philippinarum cause competitive displacement of the European native clam 
Ruditapes decussatus?. Journal of Experimental Marine Biology and Ecology 445, 44 – 52 pp. 
doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jembe.2013.04.005  
Zarnoch, C.B., Schreibman, M.P. (2008). Influence of temperature and food availability on the 
biochemical composition and mortality of juvenile Mercenaria mercenaria (L.) during the over-
winter period. Aquaculture 274, 281–29 pp. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aquaculture.2007.12.001  
Zeng, Y., Huang, X., Gu, B., Zhang, D., Zhang, X., Ye, F. (2013). Analyzing biomagnification of heavy 
metals in food web from the pearl river estuary, south china by stable carbon and nitrogen 
isotopes. Fresenius Environmental Bulletin 22(6), 1652 – 1658 pp.  
102 
 
Zhao, L., Yan, X., Yang, F. (2013). Food sources of the Manila clam Ruditapes philippinarum in 
intertidal areas: evidence from stable isotope analysis. Chinese Journal of Oceanology and 
Limnology 31(4), 782 – 788 pp. doi: 10.1007/s00343-013-2191-2  
Zydelis, R., Esler, D., Kirk, M., Boyd, W. S. (2009). Effects of off-bottom shellfish aquaculture on 
winter habitat use by molluscivorous sea ducks. Aquatic Conserv. Freshw. Ecosyst. 19, 34 – 42 



































7.1. Appendix A 
In the present appendix, all used data for the creation of each Category’s thematic maps is 
displayed. The tables follow the same sequence as the one used and mentioned in the 
methodology: Spatial Constraints, Production, Environmental and Product Contamination. 
Used mask for spatial delimitation concerning the Tagus Estuary; all the displayed rivers were 
shortened, in order to focus the estuarine area 
 
Tide table for 2016, used for bathymetry reclassification it was used the lowest value, 0.82 m 
Month Low tide average (m) High tide average (m) 
1 0.82 3.32 
2 0.90 3.26 
3 0.92 3.36 
4 0.97 3.53 
5 0.98 3.50 
6 0.92 3.40 
7 0.89 3.30 
8 0.91 3.38 
9 0.91 3.56 
10 1.01 2.78 
11 1.00 3.53 
12 0.92 3.42 




Used discharge points and respective coordinates. Taken from Saraiva (2001) and CMLisboa (2014) 
(Spatial Constraints – Distance to WWTP) 
Longitude Latitude WWTP discharge Source 
-9.220243 38.675622 Portinho da Costa 1 
-9.176632 38.697242 ETAR Alcantara 1, 2 
-9.145651 38.675184 ETAR Mutela 1 
-9.135535 38.643083 Quinta da Bomba 1 
-8.973538 38.74947 Etar Alcochete 1 
-8.995117 38.698216 ETAR Seixalinho 1 
-9.091316 38.796319 Trancão 1 
-9.103106 38.731134 Etar Chelas 2 
-9.02352 38.883219 Etar Alverca 2 
-9.047706 38.679348 Etar Barreiro 1 
-9.053377 38.859779 Etar Vila Franca 1 
[1] Saraiva (2001)                                              [2] CMLisboa (2014) 
 
Obtained data for current speed (m s-1), average was used and median was done to see if it would fit in 
the reclassification values. From Barcawin2000 (Spatial Constraints – Current Speed) 
Station Number of samples Average (m s-1) Median (m s-1) 
3.0 144 0.417 0.35 
4.0 110 0.426 0.35 
4.7 120 0.337 0.24 
5.0 67 0.396 0.33 
 
Local Markets in the Tagus Estuary vicitinies (Production indicator – Distance to Local Markets) 
Longitude Latitude Description Source 
-9.078125 38.66126667 Mercado 1º Maio 
Searched using Google Earth Pro [1] 
-9.179494 38.673702 Mercado Municipal Abastecedor de Almada 
-9.310194 38.691445 Mercado Municipal de Oeiras 
-9.178852 38.704177 Mercado Municipal Rosa Agulhas 
-9.10056 38.778463 Mercado Municipal de Moscavide 
-8.976203 38.706214 Mercado Municipal do Montijo 
-9.144448 38.729145 Mercado 31 de Janeiro 
-9.15747 38.653831 Mercado Municipal do Feijó 
-8.990272 38.952542 Mercado Municipal Vila Franca Xira 
-9.232536 38.644238 Mercado Municipal Costa Caparica 
-9.218545 38.744081 Mercado Municipal da Damaia 
-9.205943 38.75064 Mercado Municipal de Benfica 
-9.110437 38.868676 MARL 
-9.158228 38.743304 Mercado Bairro de Santos 
-9.1732 38.75378333 Mercado Bairro S. João 
-9.128962 38.721721 Mercado de Sapadores 
-9.113448 38.77193 Mercado Encarnação Sul 
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(cont.) Local markets 
Longitude Latitude Description 
-9.194838 38.703656 Mercado da Ajuda 
-9.148174 38.792518 Mercado das Galinheiras 
-9.13115 38.722223 Mercado do Forno do Tijolo 
-9.11859 38.777105 Mercado Encarnação Norte 
-9.004142 38.719349 Mercado Samouco 
-8.9611 38.75641 Mercado Alcochete 
-8.990022 38.650548 Mercado Municipal da Moita 
-9.119289 38.764699 Mercado Olivais B. 
OSM [2] 
-9.100193 38.642121 Mercado Municipal Seixal 
-9.149785 38.653225 Mercado Municipal Laranjeiro 
-9.091757 38.608808 Mercado Municipal Casal do marco 
-9.057463 38.643526 Mercado Municipal Sto Andre 
-9.424287 38.704581 Mercado Municipal Cascais 
-9.010261 39.047224 Mercado Municipal Alenquer 
-9.23393 38.661751 Mercado Municipal Trafaria 
-9.106708 38.612005 Mercado Municipal Torre da Marinha 
-9.180948 38.648172 Mercado Municipal Sobreda 
-8.91302 38.626995 Mercado Municipal Pinhal Novo 
-9.332757 38.793319 Mercado Municipal #2 
-9.221636 38.807596 Mercado Municipal #3 
-9.159176 38.626162 Mercado Levante Corroios 
-9.114328 38.727811 Mercado de Xabregas 
-9.194867 38.751084 Mercado de São Domingos Benfica 
-9.343584 38.774879 Mercado São Carlos 
-9.12546 38.715582 Mercado de Santa Clara 
-9.266251 38.715392 Mercado de Queijas 
-9.082973 38.622889 Mercado de Paio Pires 
-9.18297 38.780827 Mercado de Odivelas 
-9.142845 38.649785 Mercado de Miratejo 
-9.338422 38.796391 Mercado de Fanares 
-9.254354 38.709443 Mercado de Carnaxide 
-9.165124 38.709443 Mercado de Campo de Ourique 
-9.13266 38.735243 Mercado de Arroios 
-9.140171 38.7555 Mercado de Alvalade Norte 
-9.33788 38.804242 Mercado de Algueirão 
-9.266251 38.649957 Mercado 25 abril 1974 
-8.985356 39.023413 Mercado local 
-9.214177 38.724172 Makro Alfragide 
-9.39211 38.736913 Makro #1 
-8.998205 38.571792 Makro #2 
[1] Google Earth Pro [2] OpenStreetMaps 
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Environmental indicators based on Barcawin2000 data 






median TPM (mg L-1) 
2.5 9.70 7.05 21.67 18 117.1 
2.6 9.75 7.20 21.99 17.75 77.1 
2.7 5.20 6.80 24.26 18.1 61 
3.0 5.40 6.90 30.80 16.5 105.55 
3.7 2.65 7.30 31.59 17.3 43.765 
3.8 3.30 7.28 30.48 17.4 39.27 
3.9 3.10 7.00 29.76 17.25 44.7 
4.0 2.40 6.69 32.54 16.3 54.1 
4.6 2.40 6.70 32.90 17.6 75.2 
4.7 2.50 7.27 33.00 16.3 67.2 
5.0 1.80 6.77 34.10 16.5 48 
5.2 2.00 7.20 33.57 16 39 
8.0 1.60 7.22 35.02 15.05 17 
8.1 1.65 7.60 35.73 14.9 12.8 
ECOT1 8.57 7.50 8 20 65 
ECOT2 3.64 6.57 22 19.5 55 
ECOT3 2.34 6.70 26.5 18.75 75.5 
ECOT4 2.37 7.00 28 18 68.5 
R4 1.62 7.46 32.812 17.6 5 
R6 2.26 7.87 35.614 16.5 24 
R7 4.30 6.02 18.161 18 8 
T1 1.51 7.17 35.78 16.98 41.4 
T2 1.03 6.49 35.98 14.07 62.37 
T3 1.66 6.44 36 14.33 23.72 
T4 14.09 6.90 32.42 20.45 49.08 
T5 6.99 7.74 28.94 20.72 37.61 
T6 8.85 7.48 27.50 21.31 28.98 
T7 8.05 7.05 20.19 21.24 18.28 
 
POM transformation: POC values were multiplied to TPM (for each station), then converted to mg L-1 by 
dividing by 10000 and finally POC to POM conversion ratio was used, 0.38 
Stations Median POC (µg mg-1 TPM) Median POM (mg L-1) 
2.5 25.20 7.77 
2.6 28.69 5.82 
2.7 34.90 5.60 
3.0 27.00 7.50 
3.7 37.57 4.33 
3.8 36.70 3.79 
3.9 36.00 4.24 
4.0 39.08 5.56 
4.6 39.34 7.76 
4.7 33.37 5.90 
5.0 40.84 5.16 
5.2 32.83 3.37 
8.0 57.35 2.57 
8.1 89.88 3.03 
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(cont.) POM transformation 
Stations Median POC (µg mg-1 TPM) Median POM (mg L-1) 
T1 1.30 0.22 
T2 4.20 0.61 
T3 19.05 3.78 
T4 14.35 2.59 
T5 25.50 0.34 
T6 30.30 1.91 
T7 41.45 0.87 
 
Product Contamination based on Vale (1989) 
Longitude Latitude Zn (µg g-1) Pb (µg g-1) Cd (µg g-1) Cu (µg g-1) Cr (µg g-1) 
-8.990174 38.94156 26 55 0.2 11 16 
-9.001578 38.930753 169 55 1.2 24 40 
-8.993514 38.919373 32 35 0.4 5 7 
-8.994609 38.905623 132 35 2.2 26 42 
-8.997677 38.891153 120 73 0.9 11 12 
-8.993508 38.878954 134 55 1.3 32 58 
-9.012239 38.835441 128 87 1.3 39 60 
-9.036893 38.842655 125 68 1.7 12 22 
-9.034629 38.82836 218 32 0.2 14 68 
-9.04043 38.813842 142 89 2.5 39 39 
-9.04947 38.7985 130 72 0.5 16 24 
-9.057502 38.783469 108 90 0.6 15 18 
-9.061548 38.855404 444 61 2.6 28 54 
-9.060858 38.855005 424 97 2.6 58 66 
-9.06395 38.853283 372 135 2.7 62 80 
-9.062849 38.852267 452 157 2.4 52 45 
-9.065977 38.849915 350 105 2.3 51 88 
-9.066905 38.844602 665 113 2.9 53 60 
-9.078653 38.827499 413 149 2.5 66 75 
-9.084669 38.816868 361 152 3.1 74 77 
-9.077935 38.807376 396 144 1.5 52 49 
-9.085255 38.800429 566 161 1.5 55 60 
-9.079458 38.799556 322 147 2.4 69 81 
-9.085604 38.794064 468 65 0.8 44 98 
-9.07902 38.793458 402 188 2.5 91 80 
-9.086891 38.789346 367 125 2.3 57 90 
-9.084792 38.783765 112 120 2.4 52 46 
-9.084297 38.772119 140 57 1 26 48 
-9.085999 38.763069 414 54 1 43 72 
-9.060537 38.748226 76 152 1.5 55 64 
-9.074635 38.748909 258 43 0.6 20 48 
-9.086007 38.741558 503 50 0.7 38 83 
-9.088379 38.733051 442 193 1.8 54 85 
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 (cont.) Product Contamination  
Longitude Latitude Zn (µg g-1) Pb (µg g-1) Cd (µg g-1) Cu (µg g-1) Cr (µg g-1) 
-9.093217 38.721879 329 152 2.4 64 78 
-9.090221 38.709922 338 107 1.1 42 72 
-9.07174 38.708883 263 159 1.2 23 41 
-9.061524 38.699414 88 107 1.1 36 43 
-9.055074 38.725463 503 45 0.4 15 37 
-9.038181 38.728837 698 46 1.4 16 41 
-9.034359 38.741474 538 227 1.6 57 109 
-9.018137 38.755801 564 184 1.3 56 92 
-8.995754 38.778273 492 154 1.6 46 85 
-9.085844 38.678709 223 222 2.3 47 68 
-9.029575 38.776205 318 162 1.1 66 67 
-8.995872 38.765621 632 49 0.5 42 64 
-8.993397 38.756869 288 132 0.8 30 34 
-8.964639 38.768277 265 107 0.3 52 66 
-9.110824 38.712975 472 105 0.3 39 57 
-9.107858 38.701165 366 74 1.5 29 44 
-9.120709 38.70402 366 105 2 20 34 
-9.104834 38.692203 262 109 0.9 41 53 
-9.096038 38.687866 482 178 1 19 28 
-9.098421 38.67041 1307 146 2.1 26 30 
-9.096806 38.664701 1037 87 2.2 34 36 
-9.11674 38.680477 597 184 5.4 63 84 
-9.134715 38.669293 823 1834 1.8 291 90 
-9.141534 38.692332 538 2478 2.2 64 148 
-9.152208 38.694675 426 198 1.2 64 89 
-9.167426 38.690252 120 493 1.2 71 65 
-9.207058 38.685829 729 46 0.2 208 52 
-9.216294 38.68957 362 42 1.2 41 71 
-9.239415 38.692547 542 187 1.5 52 53 
-9.250438 38.696158 604 91 0.5 40 53 
 
tPAH values obtained from Torre (2014) (Product Contamination) 
Longitude Latitude TPAH (ppb) 
-9.015324 38.881139 17 
-9.084002 38.81925 70 
-9.046083 38.816474 163 
-9.096767 38.649984 25 
-9.104429 38.646178 900 
-9.108627 38.644282 570 
-9.108547 38.633891 1270 
-9.125909 38.650337 500 
-9.133033 38.643126 415 
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(cont.) tPAH values 
Longitude Latitude TPAH (ppb) 
-8.935635 38.763316 94 
 



















7.2. Appendix B 
In Part One of the AHP, the general methodology was applied to each category (Production, 
Environmental and Product Contamination and respective indicators). In the general 
methodology explanation, it is mentioned only each category. However, in Part One, each 
category’s indicator were used in order to evaluate their weight. The step to step methodology 
explained here is based on Bhushan and Rai (2004), with only a few minor adaptions. Criterion 
can be applied to either categories or indicators:  
1) A hierarchy should be established, consisting of goal, criteria, sub criteria and 
alternatives: this is a fundamental step to the process of AHP. Hierarchy indicates a 
relationship between elements of one level with those of the level immediately below. 
This relationship percolates down to the lowest levels of the hierarchy and in this 
manner every element is connected to every other one, at least in an indirect manner.  
A hierarchy is a more orderly form of a network. An inverted tree structure is similar to 
a hierarchy. Saaty (1980) suggests that a useful way to structure the hierarchy is to work 
down from the goal as far as one can and then work up from the alternatives until the 
levels of the two processes are linked in such a way as to make comparisons possible 
(pairwise comparison). 
2) After a proper hierarchy is defined, data are collected from experts or decision-makers 
corresponding to the hierarchic structure, in the pairwise comparison of alternatives on 
a quantitative scale: if the relative score in a comparison between criterion J and K is 7, 




Table of relative scores between pairs (Criterion J and Criterion K) 
 
3) The pairwise comparison of all the criteria generated in step 2 are organized into a 
square matrix (m x m, where m is the number of criteria). The diagonal elements of the 
matrix are 1. The criterion in the jth row is better than criterion in the kth column if the 
value of element (j, k) is more than 1; otherwise the criterion in the kth column is better 
than that in the jth row. Both (j, k) element of the matrix and the (k, j) element must 
satisfy the following constraint 
(j, k) . (k, j) = 1 
 
4) Priority vector is obtained by adding each column of the square matrix already created; 
afterwards, each element of the matrix is divided by the sum of its column (normalized 
relative weight), where the sum of each column is 1. The normalized principal Eigen 
vector can be obtained by averaging across the rows. 
5) The consistency of the matrix of order n (number of evaluated criterion) is evaluated. 
Comparisons made by this method are subjective and the AHP tolerates inconsistency 
through the amount of redundancy in the approach. If this consistency index fails to 
reach a required level then answers to comparisons may be re-examined. The 
consistency index, CI, is calculated as: 




where 𝛌max is the maximum eigenvalue of the judgement matrix. In the next step, CI can be 
compared with that of a random matrix, RI. 
Random Consistency Index (RI) 
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
RI 0 0 0.58 0.9 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.45 1.49 
 
The ratio between CI and RI is called the Consistency Ratio (CR), which is demonstrated below. 
Saaty (1980, 2008) suggests that the value of CR should be less than 10% (or 0.01). 










Pairwise comparison relative 
scores 
Interpretation  
1 Criterion J and K are equally important 
3 Criterion J is slightly more important than K 
5 Criterion J is more important than K 
7 Criterion J is strongly more important than K 
9 Criterion J is absolutely more important than K 
2, 4, 6, 8 Intermediate values  
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GIS site selection areas within the scope of Natura 2000 
 
 
7.3. Appendix C 
Appendix C displays the remaining Spatial Constraints thematic maps that were not considered 













































Distance to beach. 1 – Area in-between Seixal and Barreiro; 2 – Montijo’s Air Base no. 6; 3 – 





































7.4. Appendix D 
Appendix D displays FARM’s environmental drivers for both concept farms (A and B). 
















1 12.2 4.2 6.468005 5.368421 57.2 9.3 30 
2 12.5 2.5 25.89248 3.64569 49.88 7.025473 19.4042 
3 14.6 2.95 14.34759 7.198943 63.75 8.9 54.475 
4 16.9666 28.43333 13.74132 6.464922 58.29 7.787994 74.3413 
5 18.4 32.25 22.295 7.122763 45.42 7.705 82.75 
6 19.75 13.85 21.631 6.219038 32.67333 6.229955 63.8033 
7 21.3 11.7 20.0002 8.841019 37.77333 6.533333 97.4 
8 23.95 10.05 26.80102 2.619745 23.13 6.02278 43.3806 
10 18.1 6.033333 11.41518 5.044342 40.98333 7.275937 47.5 
11 14 6 12.70204 5.984526 45.1 7.731602 86.65 
12 13.6 19.36667 7.004295 5.101316 38.02333 8.566667 49.3 
 
Spring tide average values for station 2.0 (Farm A) 












1 12.5 0.9 2.052632 10 51 9.1 1.150065 
2 12.5 2.5 3.64569 19.4042 49.88 7.025473 25.89248 
3 14.76667 2.533333 7.758591 47.3 55.93333 8.9 18.96437 
4 16.85 28.55 5.595363 57.3275 52.45 7.603228 18.84921 
5 18.4 32.25 7.122763 82.75 45.42 7.705 22.295 
6 19.9 15.93333 5.882318 46.0318 32.2 6.562505 26.37557 
8 23.7 5.9 3.652578 32.5053 20.55 5.930297 32.7633 
10 17.2 3.2 3.647368 36 44.5 6.956268 21.37617 
11 14.4 3.4 2.263579 33.6 44 8.114852 19.68247 
12 15.1 6.8 6.3 57 35.3 7.2 15.52231 
 
Neap tide average values for station 2.0 (Farm A) 












1 11 7.4 2.73427 34 10.2 53.05 2.4157 
3 14.1 4.2 0.49727 76 8.9 87.2 5.52 
4 17.2 28.2 3.52556 108.369 8.157527 69.97 8.2040 
6 23.4 16.5 12.0271 104.362 7.146108 33.02 7.55995 
7 22.7 16.5 8.5 212.2 6.2 47.92 17.4283 
8 24.2 14.2 20.8387 54.2558 6.115264 25.71 1.58691 
10 18.55 7.45 6.43469 53.25 7.435772 39.225 5.74282 
11 13.6 8.6 5.72160 139.7 7.348353 46.2 9.70547 








Station 3.0 average values (Farm B) 












1 12.166 2.76666 16.6284 9.93684 7.4 54.1 45 
2 12 1.9 32.0291 2.92278 8.132331 35.65 21.3833 
3 14.575 2.675 28.1318 14.575 7.225 32.55 113.6 
4 16.875 15.2 25.3498 6.48122 8.128371 40.68 78.6538 
5 18.15 11.9166 28.4294 8.10456 7.170451 31.15667 95.5596 
6 20.35 10.4 30.1146 6.16833 6.35 38.3025 88.65 
7 21.25 17.05 29.85 11.0718 6.35 22.09 122.6 
8 21.533 8.66666 31.2527 7.61693 6.93487 23.55 77.1626 
9 19.8 12.9 29.4 10.6560 6.542126 27.585 149.25 
10 18.4 8.23333 25.8055 4.81114 6.64018 34.96667 53.6666 
11 15 6.45 27.2420 6.88603 6.827622 39.9 122.7 
12 14.166 8.36666 22.8448 5.50205 7.566667 37.21333 73.3 
 
Spring tide average values for station 3.0 (Farm B) 












1 12.5 0.9 12.80301 10.9136 16 73.7 7.9 
2 12 1.9 32.02914 2.92278 21.38333 35.65 8.13233 
3 14.966 2.5 29.35073 6.92452 70.4666 28.8 7.3 
4 16.8 15.8 30.13292 5.63420 61.03 32.505 7.97337 
5 17.7 13.9 29.28625 8.56829 81.2475 29.765 7.09958 
6 19.95 9.2 33.14071 5.03202 55.8 40.095 6.3 
7 20.7 6.7 33 5.57309 45.3 21.55 6.3 
8 20.3 6.7 31.1 4.33789 10.4 23.22 7.6 
9 19.6 7.8 32.3 3.89089 35.8 23.17 6.78741 
10 18.6 3.6 26.81911 2.88 16 30.7 6.8 
11 15.5 2.7 30.48438 3.58731 63.7 32.7 6.78119 
12 15.8 2.5 28.32503 3.47368 22 43.7 6.9 
 
Neap tide average values for station 3.0 (Farm B) 












1 12 3.7 18.54114 9.448421 59.5 44.3 7.15 
3 13.4 3.2 24.47529 10.74316 243 43.8 7 
4 16.95 14.6 20.5668 7.328258 96.27778 48.855 8.283369 
5 19.05 7.95 26.71586 7.176639 124.1839 33.94 7.312179 
6 20.75 11.6 27.08857 7.304632 121.5 36.51 6.4 
7 21.8 27.4 26.7 16.57066 199.9 22.63 6.4 
8 22.15 9.65 31.32908 9.256458 110.544 23.715 6.602305 
9 20 18 26.5 17.42116 262.7 32 6.296841 
10 18.3 10.55 25.29876 5.776711 72.5 37.1 6.560269 
11 14.5 10.2 23.99964 10.18476 181.7 47.1 6.874052 
12 13.35 11.3 20.1048 6.516237 98.95 33.97 7.9 
 
 
 
